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MEMORIAL 

OF 


WASHINGTON  ALTON  BARTLETT, 


That  certain  papers  may  he  ordered  to  he  printed. 


August  1,  1856. — Ordered  to  be  printed,  together  with  his  reply  and  other  papers,  as  an 
appendix  to  report  No.  237. 


In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  August  1,  1856. 

Resolved,  by  the  Senate,  upon  the  memorial  this  day  presented  to 
the  Senate  by  Washington  Bartlett,  that  all  the  papers  and  docu- 
ments referred  to  in  said  memorial,  and  prayed  to  be  printed  as  part 
of,  or  as  an  appendix  to,  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  in  his  case,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  ordered  to  be  printed, 
according  to  the  prayer  of  said  memorial. 

Attest : 

ASBURY  mCKINS, 

Secretary. 


APPENDIX. 


To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States : 

The  memorial  of  Washington  Allon  Bartlett,  late  a lieutenant  in 
the  navy  of  the  United  States,  respectfully  represents  : 

That  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  your  memorialist  presented 
to  your  honorable  body  a memorial  complaining  of  the  action  against 
him,  based  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  board  of  naval  officers, 
convened  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  of  February  28,  1855,  en- 
titled An  act  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  navy,”  hy  which  he 
was  dropped  from  the  rolls  of  the  service,  which  memorial  was  re- 
ferred to  your  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  ; that  the  said  committee 
made  an  examination  into  his  complaint,  and  on  the  2 2d  day  of  the 
present  month  presented  a report  to  the  Senate,  which  has  been 
printed  by  your  order,  and  is  now  a portion  of  the  public  records  of 
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the  country.  Whilst  your  memorialist  disclaims  any  intention  to 
cast  the  least  reflection  on  your  said  committee,  he  conceives  great 
injustice  has  been  done  him  by  the  omission  to  make  a certain  paper 
which,  at  the  instance  of  the  committee,  he  had  submitted  to  them  as 
a reply  to  the  several  charges  and  allegations  against  him,  a part  of 
their  report.  Frequent  reference  is  made  to  said  paper  in  the  report, 
but  the  references  cannot  be  fully  comprehended  unless  opportunity 
is  afforded  for  an  examination  of  the  entire  document. 

It  is  not  the  province  of  your  memorialist  to  enquire  whether  your 
committee  was  authorized  to  assume  the  powers  of  a judicial  tribunal, 
summon  witnesses,  administer  oaths,  receive  and  entertain  charges 
against  him  by  witnesses  directly  interested  in  destroying  his  character 
and  reputation,  and  at  the  same  time  omit  to  compel  the  attendance 
of  witnesses  in  his  behalf.  All  these  enquiries  properly  belong  to 
your  honorable  body,  and  not  to  your  memorialist.  But  your  memo- 
rialist, in  common  with  every  American  citizen,  has  a right  to  com- 
plain when  an  act  of  injustice,  whether  intentionally  or  not,  has  been 
done  him  bj’-  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  country,  and  in  the 
exercise  of  this  inestimable  privilege  he  represents  to  your  honorable 
body  that  the  omission  of  the  said  committee  to  make  his  said  reply  a 
part  of  their  report  is  calculated  to  do  him  great  wrong  and  injury. 
Charges  which  were  made  by  some  of  the  witnesses  against  your  me- 
morialist, seriously  affecting  his  character  for  integrity  and  fair  deal- 
ing, and  which  if  not  refuted  would  have  consigned  him  to  everlasting 
infamy  and  disgrace,  are  set  forth  in  the  minutes  of  the  evidence 
printed  with  the  report,  yet  their  refutation,  which  is  most  conclusive 
by  the  evidence  contained  in  the  reply  of  your  memorialist,  does  not 
appear,  neither  is  the  fact  mentioned  in  the  report  that  they  were  so 
refuted. 

Your  memorialist  therefore  prays  that  the  accompanying  “reply  to 
the  testimony  taken  before  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate  with 
an  appendix  of  official  documents,”  presented  to  the  said  committee, 
at  their  request,  on  May  6,  1856,  may  be  received  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  and  also  that  a similar  order  may  be  made  in  reference  to  all 
such  documents,  letters  and  papers  as  were  presented  to  the  said  com- 
mittee in  behalf  of  your  memorialist,  and  which  do  not  accompany 
their  report,  so  that  his  case  can  be  properly  understood. 

And  your  memorialist  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

WASHINaTON  ALLON  BARTLETT, 
of  Ncio  York. 

Washington  City,  July  31,  1856. 


Washington,  August  1,  1856. 

Sir  : The  schedule  herewith  covers  the  whole  pamphlet  with  its  ap- 
pendix of  official  documents,  and  the  various  letters  (which  were  not 
printed  in  the  pamiihlet)  filed  with  the  committee  by  Governor  Jones. 
These  last  named  letters,  whose  names  and  dates,  (as  they  are 
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original  letters)  I cannot  recollect,  are  with  the  committee,  having 
been  sent  in  by  several  officers  and  principally  refer  to  the  mess  bills. 
Very  truly  yours, 

WASH’N  A.  BAETLETT. 

Hon.  J.  J.  Crittenden. 

P.  8. — The  whole  pamphlet  to  he  printed. 


Schedule  of  papers  connected  with  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Wash- 
ington A.  Bartlett,  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  of 
the  Senate,  and  not  embraced  in  their  printed  report.  Document  No. 
^3T,  34th  Congress,  1st  session. 

1.  The  whole  pamphlet  and  appendix.  Eeply  of  Lieutenant  Wash- 
ington A.  Bartlett  to  the  testimony  taken  before  the  Naval  Committee, 
and  transmitted  to  said  committee  hy  his  letter  of  May  7,  1856,  in 
pursuance  to  the  instructions  of  said  committee,  as  per  their  letter  of 
March  25,  1856,  ‘‘to  produce  such  explanations  touching  the  subject 
of  their  inquiries  as  to  you  (him)  may  seem  expedient.” 

This  reply  of  Lieutenant  Bartlett  contains  the  following  documents, 
not  printed  by  the  committee,  which  are  important  to  a proper  under- 
standing of  the  subject: 

Letter  of  Henry  B.  Watson,  esq.,  late  of  the  United  States  marine 
corps,  now  of  Aline  Park,  near  Smithfield,  North  Carolina,  who  suc- 
ceeded Lieutenant  Bartlett  as  caterer  on  board  the  Portsmouth,  and 
audited  the  accounts  of  Lieutenant  Bartlett. — (For  letter  see  pages  14 
and  15  of  reply.) 

Letter  of  J.  W.  Severe,  esq.,  late  of  the  United  States  navy,  Mor- 
ristown, New  Jersey,  dated  April  29,  1856,  on  the  same  subject. — 
(See  pages  60  and  61  of  reply.) 

Letter  of  Captain  J.  B.  Montgomery,  April  14,  1856. — (See  page 
53  of  reply.) 

Letter  of  E.  Forrest,  United  States  navy,  April  30,  1856. — (See 
page  54  of  reply.) 

Certificates  of  T.  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  and  H. 
J.  Anderson,  Commissioner  of  Customs,  esqrs. — (See  pages  61  and 
62  of  reply.) 

Account  at  Fenton’s  Hotel,  London. — (See  page  63  of  reply.) 

Letters  of  Lieutenant  Thornton  A.  Jenkins,  secretary  of  the  Light- 
house Board,  dated  October  15,  1852,  March  14,  1853,  and  May  16, 
1853. — (See  pages  63,  64,  65,  66,  67,  and  68  of  reply.) 

Letter  of  Commodore  William  B.  Shubrick,  Chairman  Ligh-house 
Board,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. — (See  pages  64  antd  65  of 
reply.) 

Letters  of  A.  D.  Bache  and  H.  J.  Anderson,  esqrs. — (See  page  68 
of  reply.) 

Letter  of  Hon.  John®  Y.^Mason,  United  States  minister  at  Paris, 
dated  September  2,  1854,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. — (See 
page  71  of  reply.) 
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List  of  witnesses. — (See  pages  51  and  52  of  reply.) 

Letter  of  Washington  A.  Bartlett  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
April  1,  185G,  and  answer  of  the  Secretary. — (See  pages  40  and  41  of 
reply.) 

Letter  of  T.  L.  Smith,  esij..  First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  April 
21,  185G. — (See  page  3T  of  reply.) 

Letters  of  Hon.  James  Guthrie,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
abstract  of  vouchers  on  file  in  the  Treasury  Department. — (See  pages 
33  and  34  of  reply.) 

Letter  of  Hon.  W.  L.  Hodge,  April  28,  185G,  and  three  letters  of 
W.  A.  Bartlett  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. — (See  pages  29,  30, 
31 , and  32  of  reply.) 

Letters  of  A.  C.  Rhind,  late  Lieutenant  United  States  navy,  at 
pages  20,  21,  22,  and  23,  and  letter  of  Captain  S.  F.  Dupont,  at  page 
20;  also,  letters  of  C.  C.  Simms,  United  States  navy,  at  page  21,  and 
Captain  Alexander  V.  Fraser,  at  page  22  of  rej)ly. 

An  account  current  between  Delazon  Smith,  esq.,  and  W.  A.  Bart- 
lett.— (See  page  20  of  reply.) 

A receipt,  signed  by  Alfred  Robinson,  at  page  58  of  reply. 

Letter  of  Captain  J.  B.  Montgomery,  dated  February  13,  1856. — 
(See  pages  46  and  47  of  reply.) 

Certificates  or  letters  Irom  sundry  officers  of  the  navy  upon  the 
subject  of  mess  bills  in  the  Pacific.  Filed  by  the  Hon.  J.  C.  Jones, 
of  Tennessee. 


Reply  of  Washington  A.  Bartlett  to  the  testimony  taken  before  the  Naval 
Committee  of  the  Senate,  a certified  copy  whereof  was  furnished  by 
consent  of  the  said  committee,  with  an  appendix  of  official  documents 
and  testimonials  referred  to.  May,  1856,  communicated  to  the  Senate 
July  31,  1856,  as  annexed  to  memorial  of  same  date,  by  Washington 
A.  Bartlett. 

To  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate  : 

Having,  by  your  permission,  been  furnished  by  the  clerk  of  the  com- 
mittee with  a certified  copy  of  all  the  evidence  taken  before  you,  in  the 
investigation  which  you  have  been  pleased  to  make  into  the  propriety  of 
the  action  of  the  Naval  Board,  by  which  I was  ‘‘  dropped”  from  the 
naval  roll  while  in  the  service  of  the  coun  try  on  foreign  seas,  I now 
proceed  to  redeem  the  promise  heretofore,  by  letter,  communicated  to 
you — “that  wdien  the  committee  shall  have  conchided  their  examina- 
tion , and  will  furnish  me  with  any  statements  that  affect  me  as  an 
officer,  and  which  in  their  judgment  tend  to  sustain  in  any  degree  the 
propriety  of  the  action  of  the  Naval  Board,  I pledge  myself  to  make  a 
full,  frank,  and  satisfactory  explanation  of  them  ; and  that  the  truth 
of  that  explanation,  if  it  did  not  by  its  own  nature  carry  conviction  to 
every  reasonable  mind,  shall  be  made  good  by  those  evidences  which 
the  law  has  heretofore  recognized  as  full  legal  proof.” 

Much  of  the  testimony  before  me  consists  of  the  opinions  of  certain 
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of  the  witnesses  as  to  how  they  and  others  estimate  me.  Tried  by  this 
uncertain  standard,  I confess  I should  he  found  not  only  unworthy 
a place  in  the  navy,  hut  unfit  for  the  discharge  of  the  ordinary  rela- 
tions of  life.  But  mere  opinion  as  to  the  moral  worth  of  an  officer 
presents  no  issue  for  trial.  It  may  he  a shield  for  the  protection  of  the 
witness,  hut  can  never  he  used  as  a sword  against  the  accused.  I 
therefore  dismiss  for  the  present  from  my  consideration  all  that  por- 
tion of  the  testimony  which  has  no  other  basis  than  the  mere  opinion 
of  these  witnesses,  deeming  it  wholly  immaterial  to  inquire  whether  it 
has  its  origin  in  malignity,  or  in  the  still  baser  source  of  that  self-in- 
terest which  renders  it  necessary  to  sustain  the  Naval  Board  in  its  fierce 
struggle  with  the  public  opinion  of  the  country,  by  defaming  the  char- 
acter of  those  who  have  fallen  under  its  arbitrary  proceedings. 

As  to  the  facts  testified  to,  they  deserve,  and  shall  receive,  such  a 
refutation  at  my  hands  as  time  and  opportunity  permit  me  to  give. 
They  may  he  thus  stated : 

1.  That  while  an  officer  on  hoard  of  the  Portsmouth,  1844-’48, 
I had  speculated  in  the  purchase  of  a library,  and  meanly  solicited 
subscriptions  thereto. 

2.  That  at  Monterey,  1846,  I had  sold  an  India  shawl  to  a lady  of 
that  city,  at  an  exorbitant  profit,  and  that  I had  also  been  guilty  of 
selling  segars  and  articles,  of  apparel  to  officers  and  others. 

3.  That  I had  been  culpably  negligent  and  dishonest  in  the  dis- 
charge of  my  duties  as  caterer  for  the  ward-room  mess,  at  Mazatlan, 
1846,  and  on  our  voyage  thence  to  Monterey. 

4.  That  while  in  command  of  the  Ewing,  1849,  on  the  Pacific  coast, 
I had  smuggled  into  San  Francisco  certain  goods,  which  I had  used 
the  Ewing  to  convey. 

5 . That  I had  fraudulently  attempted  to  obtain  from  the  Treasury 
Department,  1854,  more  money  for  my  expenses  while  in  France,  as 
the  special  agent  of  that  department,  than  I was  entitled  to. 

Taking  up  these  several  charges  in  their  order,  let  us  inquire  into 
the  evidence  upon  which  the  first  charge  rests. 

Purser  James  H.  Watmough  says.  The  introduction  of  the  library 
‘‘  was  commented  upon  as  being  officious  “ that  the  sum  of  $90  was 
collected  for  it  from  the  officers  that  he  “ don’t  think  there  were 
$90  worth  of  hooks,  hut  don’t  know.  ’ ’ This  witness  further  says,  that 
he  was  under  the  impression  that  an  application  was  “ intended  to  be 
made’  ’ to  the  crew  of  the  Portsmouth  to  subscribe  to  the  library,  and 
that  an  order  was  given  to  stop  it ; that  he  “ don’t  remember  that  the 
library  was  taken  on  hoard  the  Portsmouth  by  consent  of  officers,”  and 
‘‘  don’t  think  there  were  one  hundred  volumes  “thinks  none  of  the 
crew  paid  anything  towards  Bartlett’s  library,  only  officers  “ don’t 
know  that  Bartlett  withdrew  the  subscription  list ; don’t  know,  posi- 
tively, about  an  order  being  given  to  stop  the  list.” 

Pendleton  Gr.  Watmough  says,  in  reference  to  this  matter  : “ It  is 
not  unusual  to  have  libraries,  and  for  sailors  to  subscribe  ; thinks  he 
subscribed  to  Bartlett’s  library,  hut  don’t  recollect ; has  no  recollection 
of  giving  his  consent  to  said  library.  ’ ’ 

Lieutenant  Missroon  states  : 

“In  the  case  of  soliciting  subscriptions  to  his  library,  I heard  it 
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stated  liy  the  individuals  themselves  to  whom  he  applied ; among  others, 
Mr.  Delazon  Smith  and  Dr.  Chase  stated  that  he  had  asked  for  five 
dollars  for  the  perusal  of  his  hooks,  and  it  was  notorious  that  both 
these  gentlemen  were  merely  passengers  to  the  Pacific.  It  became 
know  to  me,  in  the  exercise  of  my  ofiicial  duties,  that  Mr.  Bartlett  au- 
thorized a subscription  list  to  be  circulated  among  the  crew  of  the  Ports- 
mouth, contrary  to  my  express  order  issued  to  Mr.  Bartlett,  that  no 
such  list  should  so  issue  until  the  crew  could  examine  the  books  gra- 
tuitously furnished  them  by  the  government.  When  detected  in  the 
disobedience  of  a proper  order,  he  endeavored,  but  failed,  to  show  that 
he  had  not  authorized  the  circulation  of  the  subscription  list  among 
the  crew.” 

1 should  be  utterly  at  a loss  to  know  the  precise  character  and  ex- 
tent of  the  criminality  which  is  supposed  to  be  connected  with  this 
matter  of  the  library,  were  not  its  specific  nature  declared  by  Lieut. 
Missrooii,  in  his  ofiicial  letter  of  October  16,  1846,  in  which  it  is  thus 
denounced:  “^In  speculating  upon  a private  library,  and  meanly 

soliciting  subscriptions  of  money  from  individuals,  some  of  whom,  it 
was  well  known,  would  not  continue  in  the  ship  longer  than  her  out- 
Avard  passage,  and  among  whom  was  a public  functionar)^  ” 

My  ansAver  to  this  charge  is  brief  and  simple.  Actuated  by  what  I 
suj)posed  to  be  a laudable  desire  to  beguile  the  tedium  of  a long  cruise, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  elevate  the  intellectual  character  of  the  officers 
and  crew,  and  contribute  to  the  good  conduct  and  discipline  of  the  latter, 
I entered  into  an  agreement  with  Messrs.  Harper  & Brothers,  for  278  vol- 
umes of  usefulandinterestingworks,for  which  I became  responsible  in  the 
sum  of  one  hundred  and  eighty  dollars,  Avhich  I have  since  paid  in  full. 
These  books  Avere  introduced  on  board  the  Portsmouth,  with  the  ex- 
press assent  of  the  commander,  as  exhibited  in  his  letter,  hereafter 
subjoined.  Most  of  the  officers,  including  the  brothers  Watmough, 
contributed  to  the  expense,  and  I received  eighty-five  dollars,  leaAung 
myself  minus  one  hundred  dollars,  (adding  five  dollars  paid  for  book 
cases.)  The  crew  offered  to  subscribe  whatever  Avas  necessary  to  make 
up  the  deficiency,  but  did  not,  in  fact,  contribute  one  dollar,  nor  Avere 
they  ever  solicited  to  do  so  by  me.  If  there  be,  in  the  estimation  of 
any  reasonable  man,  anything  of  the  “meanness,”  “'officiousness,” 
or  “ speculation,”  Avhich  has  been  attached  to  this  simple  transaction, 
I .shall  have  to  confess  my  “perceptions”  are  “blunted,”  indeed. 

It  is  utterly  untrue  that  I ever  charged  or  received,  or  desired  to  re- 
ceive, anything  for  merely  9-enc?/«^  these  books,  which  were  freely  used 
by  all,  whether  subscribers  or  not ; nor  did  I ever  apply  to  l^Ir.  Delazon 
Smith,  the  “public  functionary”  alluded  to,  either  to  subscribe  or  pay 
for  their  perusal.  Even  Lieut.  Missroon  himself,  although  not  a sub- 
scriber, occasionally  enjoyed  the  convenience  of  this  obnoxious  library  ; 
but  Avhether  he  thereby  became,  in  the  slightest  degree,  liable  to  a 
recrimination  of  “meanness”  or  “speculation,”  I leaA^e  to  casuists  to 
determine.  The  books  Avere,  from  the  begining,  made  the  absolute 
property  of  the  officers  and  crcAv,  and  in  charge  of  a librarian  selected 
by  the  ship’s  company.  They  did  not  revert  to  me. 

As  a satisfactory  conclusion  to  the  evidence  on  this  point,  I submit 
for  your  consideration  the  following  extract  of  a letter  from  tlie  com- 
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mander  of  the  Portsmouth,  Capt.  J.  B.  Montgomery,  U.  S.  N.,  dated 
April  14,  1856:* 

“At  the  time  you  reported  to  me  at  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  for  duty 
on  hoard  of  the  United  States  ship  Portsmouth,  in  November,  1844, 
or  thereabout,  you  informed  me  that,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Messrs. 
Harper,  of  New  York,  you  had  brought  with  you  a well  selected 
library  for  the  use  of  the  crew,  which  that  firm  had  offered  to  dispose 
of  at  an  unusually  low  rate  of  cost,  provided  the  men  were  willing 
to  pay  for  them  by  voluntary  subscription,  and  I would  permit  them 
to  he  received  in  the  ship,  otherwise,  that  you  were  requested  to  return 
them  to  New  York.  Peeling  no  disposition  whatever  to  oppose  an 
arrangement  calculated,  as  I conceived,  to  enlarge  the  sphere  of 
rational  amusement  and  improvement  for  the  ship’s  company,  I re- 
fejred  you  to  the  executive  officer,  with  directions  to  say  to  him  I had 
no  objection  to  the  reception  of  the  hooks  upon  the  proposed  conditions, 
and  they  were  taken  on  hoard,  and  I believe  generally  used  by  the 
reading  portion  of  the  crew  during  the  long  cruise  that  followed.  I 
saw  nothing  in  the  transaction  on  your  part,  at  the  time,  nor  do  I 
now,  that  could  in  anywise  attach  censure  to  your  conduct,  or  cause 
me  to  question  the  integrity  of  your  motives  in  the  premises ; and  I 
have  no  doubt  the  recreation  derived  from  the  perusal  of  said  hooks 
contributed  in  no  small  degree  to  the  contentment  and  satisfaction  of 
the  crew,  so  remarkably  prevalent  in  the  Portsmouth  throughout  the 
whole  cruise.” 

The  next  charge  is  thus  preferred  by  Lieut.  Missroon;  “In  the  case 
of  selling  goods  to  his  brother  officers,  from  the  state  room,  I knew  by 
the  remarks  of  Dr.  Chase  that  Mr.  Bartlett  sold  some  cloth  to  him, 
and  from  Mr.  Delazon  Smith,  a public  functionary  of  the  United  States, 
that  he  had  purchased  shirts  and  other  articles  of  Mr.  Bartlett,  for 
which  a hill  was  duly  rendered,  as  ‘bought  of  Lieut.  Washington  A. 
Bartlett.’  I heard  at  the  time  of  many  other  instances  of  sales  of 
clothing  and  segars.  When  spoken  to,  officially,  by  me,  as  the  exe- 
cutive officer  of  the  Portsmouth,  of  the  impropriety  of  his  conduct  in 
regard  to  the  above,  Mr.  B.  did  not  deny  the  charge,  hut  stated  it  was 
done  as  an  accommodation  to  others.”  In  his  letter  of  October  16, 
1846,  the  same  charge  is  thus  expressed:  “For  unofficer-like  conduct, 
in  bringing  to  sea  a stock  of  clothing,  cloths,  segars,  &c.,  .which  were 
vended  to  his  brother  officers  and  others,  making  his  state-room  a 
kind  of  huckster  shop,  and  degrading  thereby  the  respectability  of 
the  ward-room.”  In  support  of  this  allegation.  Purser  Watmough 
also  testifies:  “There  was  a Mr.  Smith  on  hoard  as  a passenger,  in 
the  character  of  a public  functionary.  Bartlett  sold  him  (Smith) 
twelve  shirts  at  one  dollar  each.  Thinks  he  saw  the  hill,  but  is  not 
certain.  This  was  a matter  of  notoriety  on  board  the  ship.  The 
mess  laughed  at  it.” 

The  amount  of  this  charge  is,  that  I have  been  stigmatized  as  guilty 
of  selling  certain  articles  which  it  is  not  denied  I had  the  right  to 
sell.  So  far  as  it  be  intended  to  charge  me  with  purchasing  any 
article  for  the  purpose  of  barter  or  trade,  I deny  the  statement  to  be 


*For  the  entire  letter  see  Appendix  1. 
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true.  At  the  same  time  I admit,  without  reserve,  that  on  two  or 
three  occasions  I parted  with  articles  for  which  I had  either  no  use,  or 
where  the  sale'wasfor  the  accommodation  of  others.  In  one  instance,  not 
mentioned  in  the  testimony,  I sold  to  Lieut.  Forrest*  a quantity  of 
segars,  having  ceased  to  smoke ; another  instance  is  the  supply  of 
shirts  furnished  to  Mr.  Smith.  The  value  of  the  particularity  of  the 
witnesses  in  a detail  of  facts  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  copy  of 
the  receipt,  exhibiting  our  mutual  transactions. 


Lbia,  May  6,  1845. 

Ddazoii  Smith,  Esq.,  in  account  with  W.  A.  Bartlett. 

Dr. 


To  cash  paid  Mr.  Vanderbrand  at  Kio,  and  receipt  rendered, 
(paid  while  Mr.  S.  was  ill,)  ------ 

Cash  paid  wash  bill  -------- 

Five  Shirts  at  $3  - --  --  --  - 

Sheets,  p.  cases 


Cr. 

By  bal.  overpaid  me  on  purchase  of  shirts,  &c.,  - 
Loan  of  10  sovs.  ------ 

‘‘  ‘‘  16  sovs.  ------ 


Mem.  opposite  Dr. 

Bal.  due.  - - - 

By  return  of  five  sov. 

Cash  paid  in  full. 


$21 

00 

3 

29 

15 

00 

3 

00 

42 

29 

$1 

00 

50 

00 

80 

00 

131 

00 

42 

29 

88 

70 

25 

00 

68 

71 

Keceived  of  Lieut.  W.  A.  Bartlett  eighty-eight  dollars  and  seventy- 
one  cents,  in  full  for  the  above,  and  all,  any,  or  several  of  our  monetarj'^ 
transactions,  private  or  mess — in  fact  or  implied. 

DELAZON  SMITH. 


The  principal  specification  under  this  charge  relates  to  the  sale  of 
the  shawl. 

Purser  Watmough  says : 

“Bartlett  sold  a shawl  in  Monterey  to  a lady  on  shore;  said  shawl 
cost  Bartlett  $7.  The  lady  told  witness  she  gave  $10  for  it;  witness 
saw  the  shawl  on  the  lady’s  shoulders,  and  at  once  identified  it;  never 
said  anything  to  Bartlett  about  it,  &c.  ” 

Purser  Watmough  is  the  sole  witness  as  to  this  matter.  He  gives 
a hearsay  statement,  said  to  be  derived  from  the  lady  in  question.  Let 


Vide  Appendix  II. 
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US  see  what  shape  it  assumes  after  its  double  filtration  through  Lieut. 
Missroon’s  sieve.  This  gentleman  states  distinctly  that  he  derived  Ms 
information  from  Purser  Watmough.  In  the  “official  letter”  of  Oc- 
tober 16,  1846,  he  thus  characterizes  the  affair: 

“In  disposing  of,  at  private  and  secret  sale,  to  a lady  at  Monterey, 
an  article  of  dress  at  an  exorbitant  advance  upon  its  cost,  and  when 
detected  and  exposed  in  it  withdrawing  the  article,  thus  showing  his 
consciousness  of  the  impropriety.” 

In  his  testimony  before  the  committee,  he  says  he  charged  me  with 
smuggling  the  shawl.  In  this  letter  there  is  no  intimation  of  smuggling, 
and  Purser  Watmough,  his  sole  authority,  says,  on  his  examination, 
he  “ did  not  say  Bartlett’s  shaiol  was  smuggled.”  Watmough  says  the 
shawl  cost  |7,  and  the  “lady  told”  him  she  gave  $10.  Missroon  says, 
in  his  letter  of  October  16,  it  was  sold  at  “an  exorbitant  advance  upon 
the  cost.”  This  assertion  he  repeats  in  his  testimony  before  the  com- 
mittee. In  the  letter  of  October  16,  he  says,  “it  was  disposed  of  at 
private  and  secret  sale.”  Watmough,  his  sole  informant,  neither  says 
nor  intimates  any  secrecy  whatever. 

I leave  it  to  these  witnesses  to  settle  such  glaring  discrepancies 
between  them. 

I will  but  add  its  true  history : 

In  1846  we  met  at  Mazatlan  the  Constitution  frigate,  just  from 
China.  Her  officers  had  collected  various  articles  of  oriental  manu- 
facture. Many  of  them  were  purchased  by  the  officers  of  the  Ports- 
mouth. I thought  then,  as  I think  now,  that  there  was  no  disgrace 
in  a sale  or  purchase  by  officers,  and  accordingly  purchased  several 
small  articles,  among  them  a shawl,  for  which  I gave  |7.  Mr.  Miss- 
roon and  Dr.  Duval  have,  however,  changed  their  opinion  since  that 
time,  for  they  both  purchased,  and  both  afterwards  sold,  a portion  of 
what  they  had  bought.  Some  of  the  purchases  of  Duval  (made  in 
China)  he  sold  to  me ; and  some  of  those  of  Missroon  he  sold  to  Cap- 
tain Montgomery.  I do  not  mention  these  circumstances  as  at  all 
derogating  from  the  character  of  these  officers,  but  only  to  exhibit  the 
radical  change  which  their  opinions,  as  to  what  was  honorable  and 
officer-like,  has  undergone.  I am  informed,  by  the  party  to  the 
transaction,  that  the  commander  in  chief  of  the  squadron*  sold  to  a 
gentleman  of  Monterey  a shawl  which  he  had  obtained  in  China. 

While  at  Monterey  I presented  this  shawl  to  a lady,  who  had  ex- 
pressed in  my  presence  a desire  for  one  of  the  kind.  The  conversation 
which  led  to  the  presentation  was  held  in  the  presence  of  the  wife  of 
the  American  consul  at  Monterey.  The  lady,  whose  husband  was 
absent,  desired  to  pay  for  the  same.  This  I positively  refused.  Sub- 
sequently, and  upon  the  return  of  the  husband,  he  insisted  upon  my 
accepting  from  him  a horse,  which,  I presume,  was  worth  some  eight 
or  ten  dollars.  The  lady  to  whom  the  scarf  was  presented  is  dead, 
but  the  witness  to  the  transaction  yet  resides  in  California,  and  will, 
I trust,  ere  long,  enable  me,  bj''  her  statement,  to  show  the  gross 
misrepresentation  which  has  been  made  of  this  transaction. 

I now  come  to  the  most  serious  and  important  accusation — referring 


* Since  deceased. 
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to  niy  administration  of  tlie  mess  accounts.  To  sustain  this  charge 
but  two  tiicts  are  stated,  viz:  that  there  was  some  discrepancy  between 
the  steward*  and  myself  as  to  some  of  the  items  of  the  accounts ; and 
that  there  was  a want  of  a proper  series  of  vouchers.  The  testimony 
of  the  witnesses  on  these  points  is  as  follows  : 

Watmough  says:  “ Bartlett  stated  he  had  given  the  steward  such 
an  amount;  the  steAvard  denied  it.”  Henderson  says,  “that  when 
Bartlett  submitted  his  accounts  as  caterer  of  the  mess  of  the  Ports- 
mouth, there  was  a want  of  a proper  series  of  vouchers.”  Again: 

‘ ‘ In  the  vouchers  submitted  by  him  certain  daily  expenditures  were 
charged  for  marketing  which  the  ward  room  steward  asserted  were  in- 
correct and  too  large.  This,  upon  being  pointed  out  to  Bartlett,  was 
altered  by  him  to  suit  the  assertion  of  the  steward  by  changing  and 
deducting  the  amounts  in  certain  items  and  adding  to  others,  although 
the  aggregate  amount  remained  unchanged.”  Dr.  Duval  says  that 
‘ ‘ the  mess  asked  Bartlett  for  a statement  of  his  account,  but  he  could 
not  render  a satisfactory  one;  however,  he  did  make  a statement, 
which  contained  inconsistencies  that  were  pointed  out  to  him.  He 
therefore  altered  it  in  various  particulars,  but  only  made  it  more  con- 
fused.” Dr.  Duval  also  states:  “ Bartlett  told  him,  when  he  joined 
the  mess,  that  his  mess  account  would  be,  for  initiation  $43,  and 
regular  account  $30,  all  of  Avhich  witness  paid  him.  On  the  arrival 
of  the  vessel  at  Monterey  the  purser  informed  witness  that  Bartlett 
had  drawn  $30  on  witness’  account  for  mess,”  &c. 

After  the  lapse  of  nearly  ten  years,  I am  called  on  to  defend  myself 
in  the  matter  of  an  account  involving  the  expenditure  of  numerous 
small  items,  for  many  of  which,  in  the  nature  of  the  expenditure 
itself,  no  voucher  is  ever  obtained.  The  daily  marketing  for  the  mess 
was  made  by  the  steward,  with  money  furnished  by  me,  and  those 
items  Avere  transferred  into  my  account  from  information  furnished  by 
him.  Upon  the  examination  of  the  account,  after  dissatisfaction  ex- 
pressed by  the  mess,  the  steAvard  differed  with  me  as  to  the  price  of 
some  of  the  items,  and  the  corrections  were  made  accordingly — some 
being  charged  at  more  than  the  cost,  and  some  at  less  than  originally 
returned  by  him.  But  the  true  point  of  complaint  was  with  the  ag- 
gregate amount  expended,  and  not  the  cost  of  the  several  items  ; and 
upon  this  point  the  Avitness  (Henderson)  expressly  admits,  that  the 
aggregate  amount  remained  unchanged.”  As  to  all  the  other  items  of 
expenditure  made  by  me,  I obtained  A’ouchers,  and  these  vouchers  I 
have  now  in  my  possession,  ready  to  be  produced. 

When  I threAv  up  my  catership,  and  handed  over  my  vouchers,  an  in- 
vestigation Avas  had  by  some  of  the  members  of  the  mess.  From  these 
vouchers,  and  such  information  as  could  be  gathered  from  the  steward 
and  other  sources,  an  account  Avas  made  up  by  Purser  Watmough,  or 
Avith  his  assistance.  This  accoiint,  in  his  oion  hand-Kriting , and  proved 
by  him  before  the  committee,  is  uoav  presented,  together  with  my  own, 
that  their  difference  and  correspondence  may  be  particularly  seen. 
Yet,  notwithstanding  his  active  participation  in  this  transaction,  this 


I's  cliaracter  will  npiicar  from  the  letter  of  H.  B.  Watson,  esq.,  infra. 
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very  reliable  witness  stated  in  bis  examination,  before  the  exhibition 
of  this  paper,  that  ‘ ‘ he  did  not  himself  examine  the  account.  ’ ’ 


[A.] 

Watmough’s  Account. 


Bartlett’s  Account. 


Fifteen  days’ marketing $6i  06 

Poultry  and  sugar,  (Stapp’s  bill,). . 90  50 

Squashes  and  vegetables 10  00 

Bill  brig  Sirius 18  25 

Lard,  (26  lbs.,  at  25  cts.  per  lb.,). . 6 50 

Vermicelli,  (25  lbs.,) 6 25 

Tin  box 50 

Porterage 1 00 

Mustard  and  oranges 3 25 

Tomatoes  and  onions 3 50 

Baking  dishes,  plates 3 00 

Sugar 3 75 

Chickens 2 50 

Flour 10  00 

Corned  beef. 3 25 

(#226  31.?)  226  29.? 

Oysters 1 25 

Black  pepper 75 

Washing 2 00 

Twelve  turkeys 20  00 

Twenty-four  ducks,  (10  perdoz.,).  20  00 

Screens 4 00 

Rice 2 50 

(#276  81.?)  276  79? 

Total  amount  expended  at  Mazat- 
lan,  when  correctly  footed  up,  he 
having  made  an  error  of  two 
cents 276  81 


John  Stapp’s  bill #90  50 

Squashes  and  vegetables 10  00 

Brig  Sirius 18  25 

Twenty-six  lbs.  lard,  (25  cts.,) 6 50 

Twenty-five  lbs.  vermicelli,  (25c.,) . 6 25 

Tin  box  for  same 50 

Porterage,  (two  men  two  hours,) ...  1 00 

Mustard,  75c.;  oranges,  #2  50 3 25 

Tomatoes,  #2  ; onions,  $1  50 3 50 

Baking  dishes,  #1  75  ; plates,  #1  25.  3 00 

Twenty-five  lbs.  sugar,  20th  March.  3 75 

Four  chickens,  62|  cts.  each 2 50 

Flour,  (one  sack,)'. 10  00 

Corned  beef  bill,  forgotten  by  Dr. 

Wood 3 25 

162  25 

Williams,  for  fresh  oysters 1 25 

One  pound  black  pepper 75 

Washing  table  cloths 2 00 

Twelve  turkeys 20  00 

Twenty-four  ducks 20  00 

Rice 2 50 

Screens 4 00 

Marketing  fifteen  days 64  06 

Total  amount  expended  at  Mazat- 

lan 276  81 

Received  of  purser #200 

Received  of  Dr.  Duval 43 

Received  of  purser 20 

Received  of  Dr.  Wood 20 

283  00 

On  hand 6 10 


We  now  made  a passage  of  twenty-two  days  at  sea,  and  arrived  at 
Monterey,  when  the  following  expenses  were  incurred  as  they  appear 
charged  on  my  account  current : 


April  22d  to  28th,  both  inclusive  : 

milk,  eggs,  butter,  &c #8  00 

Thirteen  lbs.  butter  of  Mr.  Little..  6 50 

Mr.  Missroon,  5 days 5 12 

4th,  5th,  and  6th 3 75 

7th,  8th,  9th,  and  10th 3 50 

11th  and  12th 1 50 

13th,  14th,  and  15th 2 25 

16th,  17th,  and  18th 3 00 

19th,  20th,  21st,  and  22d 4 25 

23d,  24th,  25th,  26th 4 50 

27th,  28th,  29th 3 25 

Four  lbs.  butter  of  Mr.  Little 2 00 

Fisli  of  Kanakas 1 00 

One  barrel  flour,  “ Barnstable” 14  00 

Mazatlan #283 

Monterey 175 

458 


Two  pitchers,  “ Barnstable” #4  00 

Mr.  Green’s  bill 56  00 

Do do 44  62 

167  24 

Cash  paid  for  rice. 4 75 

Bread  and  rice  of  steward 5 00 

Washing  table  cloths 1 75 

178  74 
276  81 

455  55 

Paid  over  to  my  successor. . . .#2  50  2 45 

458  00 
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It  will  thus  he  seen  at  a glance  that  the  accounts  are  identical  in 
their  results.  In  the  effort  to  prove  a fraudulent  design  in  the  making 
up  of  my  account,  it  is  stated  in  the  letter  from  some  of  the  ward-room 
officers,  dated  October  IG,  1846,  “the  balancing  of  his  accounts  was 
made  by  a convenient  insertion  of  ‘sundries,’  of  which  he  could  give 
no  satisfactory  information.”  It  is  very  evident  that  this  allegation 
was  intended  to  show  that,  by  the  use  of  the  term  “ sundries,”  I had 
availed  myself  of  a convenient  cloak  to  prevent  the  detection  of  a 
fraudulent  use  of  the  funds  entrusted  to  me.  By  reference  to  the  ac- 
count, which  I have  exhibited  at  length,  it  will  appear  that  no  such 
term  is  used.  My  respect  for  your  honorable  body  prevents  my  char- 
acterizing this  statement  as  it  is  now  clearly  proved  to  deserve.  That 
this  account  is  the  identical  paper  presented  to  the  mess  is  evident 
from  its  intrinsic  character,  and  will  be  proved,  if  necessary,  by  Cap- 
tain H.  B.  Watson. 

On  this  subject  Dr.  Duval  also  says  : “ The  mess  asked  Bartlett  for 
a statement  of  his  account,  but  he  could  not  render  a satisfactory  one. 
However,  he  did  make  a statement  which  contained  inconsistencies 
that  were  pointed  out  to  him.  He  therefore  altered  it  in  various  par- 
ticulars, but  only  made  it  more  confused.”  In  order  that  the  com- 
mittee may  judge  how  far  the  facts  warrant  these  statements,  I annex 
the  full  statement  or  explanation  submitted  to  my  messmates  at  the 
time.  (Appendix  III.) 

If  there  is  anything  confused  or  uncertain  in  this  explanation,  I 
should  like  it  to  be  specifically  pointed  out — vague  generalities,  when 
character  is  at  issue,  I am  sure  will  not  be  tolerated  by  any  tribunal 
recognizing  the  principles  of  justice  for  its  guide. 

I am  not  content,  however,  with  vindicating  myself  from  the  charge 
of  dishonesty,  but  I desire  to  say  a few  words  in  reference  to  the  alle- 
gation of  “culpable  neglect.”  “My  account  shows  that  my  eater- 
ship  commenced  on  18th  March,  and  continued  to  31st  May,  1846,  a 
period  of  sevent3^-four  days.  The  mess  consisted  of  nine  officers,  a 
steward,  cook,  and  four  or  five  servants.  The  amount  received  by  me 
was  $458,  of  Avhich  was  expended  $455  55.  There  was  an  amount 
passed  to  credit  of  the  mess  for  ward-room  servants’  rations,  amount- 
ing to  about  $66  25  ; making  the  actual  outlay  of  the  mess  $389  30, 
being  $17  53  per  month  for  each  officer  during  the  entire  period. 
Wliile  at  Mazatlan,  fifteen  days,  the  marketing  was  $64  06,  with 
more  or  less  company  every  day.  But  as  the  ship  had  to  prepare  for 
a forty  days’  voyage,  under  sealed  orders,  provision  had  to  bo  made 
accordingly,  and  hence  the  bills  contracted,  amounting  to  $108  75, 
“John  Stap]),”  and  “ Brig  Sirius,”  in  addition  to  the  “ items'’  enu- 
merated in  the  account. 

We  arrived  at  Monterey  on  22d  April. 

Now  the  whole  amount  of  money  received  by  the  caterer,  as  shown 


by  both  statements,  and  never  disjnited,  was  - - - $458  00 

Deduct  amount  returned  unexpended  _ _ _ - 2 50 

Leaves  the  sum  of-------  - 455  50 

Deduct  amount  expended  as  per  acc’t  at  Mazatlan  - - 276  81 


Leaves  the  balance  of  - - - - - - - 178  69 
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expended  at  Monterey,  as  heretofore  exhibited,  and  of  which  expendi- 
ture no  complaint  has  been  made.  That  a proper  economy  was  main- 
tained in  my  expenditures  may  he  seen  by  comparing  them  with  the 
outlays  by  Mr.  Missroon,  who  had  acted  as  caterer  for  five  days  during 
my  absence. 

The  acc’t  shows  that  he  expended  for  marketing  for  five  days  $5  12| 
By  deducting  the  amount  of  the  purveyor’s  hills  - - 138  00 

From  the  whole  amount  expended  - - - - -178  69 

Leaves  for  marketing  thirty-nine  days  at  Monterey*  - - 40  69 

Missroon’s  expenditure  was  therefore  per  day  - - - 1 02| 

While  mine  averaged  for  39  days  - - - - - 1 02 


There  is  one  other  matter  in  the  evidence  of  Dr.  Duval  relating  to 
the  amount  paid  by  him  to  me.  He  alleges  that  he  paid  me  |43,  his 
initiation  fee,  as  also  the  sum  of  $30  on  his  regular  account,  and  that 
on  the  arrival  at  Monterey  the  purser  informed  the  witness  that  Bart- 
lett had  drawn  $30  on  his  account.  If  by  this  evidence  it  is  intended 
to  charge  that  Dr.  Duval  ever  paid  to  me  any  other  sum  than  his  initi- 
ation fee  on  mess  account,  the  statement  is  simply  untrue ; no  money 
hut  the  initiation  assessment  is  ever  paid  by  the  members  of  the  mess- 
to  the  caterer  ; the  amounts  requirecl  are  paid  by  the  purser,  not  for 
particular  members  of  the  mess,  hut  in  round  sums  as  required.  The 
pro-rata  is  subsequently  adjusted  by  him.  It  will  he  observed  that 
the  doctor  also  states  that  the  purser  informed  him  that  he  had  paid 
the  sum  of  $30  on  his  account  to  me — now  the  evidence  is  at  hand  to 
show  that  in  this  he  is  wholly  at  fault.  In  Mr.  Watmough’s  account 
filed  with  the  committee,  as  an  extract  from  the  purser’s  hook,  is  the 
following : 


Received  from  the  Purser. 

Dr.  Wood  ------- 

Purser  ------- 

Dr.  Duval  ------- 

Purser  ------- 

Do.  ------- 

Do. - - 

Do. 


$20- 

200 

43 

20 

100 

53 

22, 


Total  ---------  $458 

Where  is  the  $30  paid  by  the  purser  for  Dr.  Duval? 

It  appears  that  the  explanation  of  my  account,  which  has  heretofore 
been  referred  to,  did  not  satisfy  the  gentlemen  who  now  testify  against 
me  ; and  they  addressed  me  the  letter  of  8th  October,  1846,  which 
has  been  laid  before  you,  in  which  they  charge  that,  “when  you 
ceased  to  he  caterer  of  the  mess  at  Monterey,  and  rendered  an  account 
of  your  office,  we  became  convinced  that  you  had  not  only  betrayed 
the  trust  reposed  in  you  by  your  messmates,  by  the  most  culpable 
negligence,  hut  likewise  in  a manner  far  more  serious,  to  which  we 


* No  regular  market  at  Monterey.  The  purchases  were  made  by  purveyor,  or  at  private- 
houses. 
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only  no-K^  allude.  For  this,  and  for  a number  of  other  acts  of  yours 
on  board  of  this  ship,  we  have  long  ceased  to  have  for  you  the  feelings 
of  an  equal,  and  have  wished  no  longer  to  know  you.” 

It  is  evident  that  the  gravamen  of  my  offending  consisted  in  my 
disbursement  of  the  mess  funds.  This  is  the  only  subject  specified, 
the  other  acts  have  no  specific  designation,  and  need  not  now  be  re- 
ferred to.  How  I met  this  outrage  on  my  feelings  will  be  best  seen 
by  the  letter  which  I addressed  to  the  commander  of  the  ship,  which 
is  here  copied : 

Office  in  Yerba  Buena, 
Octoher  15,  1846. 

Sir:  I am  under  the  necessity  of  addressing  you,  concerning  a note 
which  I have  received,  signed  by  Lieut.  Missroon  and  five  other  offi- 
cers of  the  ward- room  mess  of  the  ship,  charging  me  with  “culpable 
negligence  in  managing  the  affairs  of  the  mess,  and  also  of  betraying 
the  trust  reposed  iu  me,  in  a far  more  serious  manner,”  “and  that, 
for  this,  and  a number  of  other  acts  while  on  board  the  ship,  they 
desire  hereafter  to  consider  me  a stranger.” 

Charges  like  the  above,  sir,  cannot  be  by  me  received  without  meet- 
ing them,  let  the  consequence  be  what  it  may.  I meet  them  with  the 
most  positive  denial  of  any  foundation  in  fact,  and  demand  that  they 
be  proved  or  withdrawn. 

I jdace  myself  on  the  ground  of  my  entire  innocence  of  any  such 
intent  or  act  as  implied  in  the  charge,  and  upon  that  ground  I will 
stand  or  fiill.  What  the  “ other  acts”  referred  to  are  I know  not ; 
but  I feel  confident  in  asserting  that  any  “ act”  of  mine,  either  public 
or  private,  can  be  explained  to  any  unprejudiced  mind  in  such  a man- 
ner as  to  acquit  me  from  any  serious  offence  against  the  laws  of  the 
navy,  or  propriety  of  conduct  required  of  me  as  an  officeror  a gentleman. 

I submit  to  you,  sir,  the  case,  and  desire  that  you  call  upon  them  to 
show  why  they  have  taken  this  course,  when  there  are  methods  of 
proceeding  so  different,  and  which  would  give  me  a fair  chance  of 
confronting  them,  which  cannot  be  expected  without  others  to  decide 
between  us. 

I shall  await,  patiently,  the  time  when  I can  meet  these  charges  on 
fair  terms,  either  before  yourself,  or  any  court  of  inquiry  or  court 
martial,  which  may  be  required  to  bring  out  the  truth,  and  this 
matter  to  a final  issue  ; that  issue  I have  no  desire  to  avoid,  and  the 
only  reason  I did  not  lay  it  before  you  the  moment  1 received  the 
note,  was  because  the  exigencies  of  the  service,  as  you  are  well  aware, 
required  that  there  should  be  no  interruptions  to  the  preparations  for 
the  hurried  departure  of  the  forces.  Belying  on  the  ground  of  my 
entire  innocence,  and  the  power  of  truth,  I await  the  result  with  all 
possible  calmness,  and  the  continued  desire  to  merit  your  approbation 
iu  the  discharge  of  all  my  duties. 

Very  respectfully,  sir,  I have  the  honor  to  be  your  obedient  ser- 
vaut, 

(Signed)  WASH’N  A.  BARTLETT, 

Lieutenant  United  States  navy. 

Com.  John  B.  Montgomery, 

U.  S.  N. , commanding  Northern  District  of  California. 
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Lieutenant  Missroon,  on  the  16th  of  October,  writes  to  the  com- 
mander, in  reply  to  my  demand  for  an  investigation,  that  the  feeling 
of  compassion  which  had  heretofore  deterred  him  from  presenting 
charges  against  me  had  been  ‘‘'removed  by  the  assurances  which  he 
gives  you  of  the  uniform  propriety  of  his  conduct,  challenging  inves- 
tigation.” He  then  declares  his  immediate  readiness  to  submit 
charges,”  which  charges  he  distinctly  specifies. 

I refer,  at  this  time,  to  this  letter,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  your 
attention  to  the  fact,  that  while  the  charge  as  to  the  mess  account 
was  the  only  one  prominently  presented  in  the  letter  of  excommuni- 
cation, and  formed  the  basis  of  my  appeal  for  a court  of  inquiry  or 
court  martial,  that  this  letter  intended  as  a response  to  that  appeal, 
while  expressing  an  immediate  readiness  to  meet  me,  loholly  omits  and 
ignores  all  mention  or  allusion  to  this  subject! 

What  explanation  can  he  given  of  this  extraordinary  omission,  hut 
an  unwillingness  on  the  jiart  of  Mr.  Missroon  to  assume  the  respon- 
sibility which  such  a charge,  before  a court,  would  impose  upon  him. 
He  was  willing  to  guide  his  private  conduct  by  suspicion,  however 
unworthy  or  unfounded,  but  he  dared  not  follow  that  guide  in  his 
official  relation  to  me.  Mr.  Missroon,  however  hostile,  has  exhibited 
a wariness  on  this  point  which  is  at  least  creditable  to  his  intelligence. 
Dr.  Henderson  says,  in  his  evidence,  that  he  (Missroon)  originally 
objected  to  signing  the  note  of  October  6,  “but  that  having  it  pointed 
out  to  him  that  his  signature  was  absolutely  necessary,  he  was  induced 
to  sign  it.” 

When  Mr.  Missroon  appeared  before  you  as  a witness,  he  was 
asked,  “Were  there  any  special  cases  of  dishonesty?  ” His  answer 
is,  “He  was  placed  in  Coventry  for  transactions  believed  to  be  dis- 
honest, and  which  he  failed  to  explain  satisfactorily,  when  aware  of 
their  doubts  of  his  honesty  by  his  messmates.  But  I would  rather 
that  other  members  of  the  mess  now  in  the  country  should  ansiver  to  this 
inquiry.  ’ ’ 

It  thus  appears  that  he  not  only  gave  a reluctant  signature  to  the 
letter  of  excommunication,  and  declined  to  include  this  specification 
in  the  charges,  for  which  he  held  himself  in  “ immediate  readiness,” 
but  was  also  unwilling  to  make  it  the  subject  of  testimony  before  you. 
Why  should  he  “rather  other  members  of  the  mess  ” should  testify 
to  this  point?  If  it  were  an  unpleasant  duty,  ought  he  to  shift  the 
burthen  from  his  own  shoulders  to  those  of  brother  officers?  And  if 
he  knew  the  facts  which  proved  dishonesty,  was  it  not  his  duty  to 
state  them,  although  others  might  be  able  to  testify  to  the  same  sub- 
ject matter?  It  will  not  do  to  attribute  this  forbearance  to  any  feeling 
of  delicacy  which  might  arise  out  of  his  antagonistical  position,  for 
the  whole  history  of  the  transaction  shows  that  he  has  never  failed  to 
inflict  a wound  'but  when  he  feared  to  strike. 

As  to  my  mess  accounts,  no  member  of  the  mess  could  be  so  compe- 
tent to  speak  of  their  character  as  the  gentleman  who  succeeded  me 
as  caterer.  To  liini  all  my  vouchers  and  documents  v/ere  n K .nitted, 
and  as  suspicion  had  been  excited,  they  no  doubt  received  from  him 
the  most  thorough  examination.  My  successor  was  Captain  Henry 
B.  Watson,  late  of  the  marine  corps.  In  the  emergency  in  which 
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your  examination  of  witnesses  placed  me,  I addressed  myself  to  tliis 
gentleman,  asking  his  knowledge  of  that  transaction.  The  following 
is  his  reply : 

Alike  Park,  near  S.mitiifield,  N.  C., 

April  21,  1856. 

Dear  Sir:  Yours  of  the  11th  instant,  I regret  to  say,  did  not  reach 
me  until  last  night,  in  consequence  of  my  absence  in  attendance  on 
the  Democratic  State  Convention,  and  I hasten  to  reply,  as  it  may  be 
several  days  before  I can  leave  home  for  Washington,  which  I shall 
do  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

I am  not  only  surprised,  hut  astonished,  that  the  itnsustained  allega- 
tions, (which,  in  my  opinion,  were  most  satisfactorily  explained  at  the 
time,)  that  you  loere  culpable  of  neglect,  or  seriously  guilty  of  an  overt 
act,  impcaching  your  character  as  an  honest  and  conscientious  gentleman, 
in  the  discharge  of  not  only  your  official  duties,  hut  the  more  arduous 
duty  of  providing  for  your  messmates  as  caterer,  while  on  hoard  the 
Portsmoidh,  should  have  been  called  up  at  this  late  date,  for  the  purpose 
of  stigmatizing  your  character  and  throiving  obloquy  upon  your  well- 
earned  fame.  It  exhibits  a degree  of  virulence  of  design  and  malicious 
envy  that  I did  not  believe  the  bosom  of  an  hotwrahle  man  could  have 
cooped  up  for  so  long  a time,  more  eqoecially  so,  after  the  very  clear  and 
full  refidation  which  the  investigation  made  at  the  time  gave  to  these 
allegations. 

I now  proceed  to  answer  your  inquiries ; and  to  your  first  inquiry, 

• AVas  there  anything  in  my  conduct  as  caterer,  or  in  settling  up  the 
mess  affairs,  which  could  possibly  justify  or  warrant  such  sweeping 
assertions  or  charges,  or  indeed  any  charge  at  all,  from  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  mess?”  I answer,  NO!  The  investigation  which  was  made 
at  the  time,  in  consequence  of  the  marked  dissatisfaction  of  a number  of 
the  mess,  and  which  you  evinced  not  only  a desire,  but  an  extreme 
solicitude,  should  be  made,  most  clearly  and  fully  exonerate  you  from 
all  censure;  and  I most  certainly  believed,  even  then,  when  the 
matter  was  the  subject  of  mess  conversation,  that  even  the  surmise 
that  there  had  been  error  in  your  transactions  of  the  mess  affairs 
had  been  so  clearly  refuted  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of  its  ever 
being,  even  in  private,  much  less  in  so  public  a manner  as  it  is  now, 
adverted  to  again. 

To  your  second  enquiry : “Did  I not  render  a full  and  complete 
account  of  all  disbursements,  as  shown  by  bills  paid  or  expenditures 
made  by  the  steward,  in  the  usual  manner  in  which  the  catership  duty 
is  done?”  To  this  I answer,  THAT  YOU  DID.  I conceive  it 
unnecessary  to  say  more  in  answer  to  this  question,  as  I do  not  think 
it  possible  that  there  is  any  person  fiuniliar  with  the  facts  who  can 
deny  it. 

To  your  third  enquiry:  “Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  fact, 
that  the  ‘steward,’  for  bad  behavior,  getting  drunk,  &c.,  was  put  in 
the  ‘brig’  at  Mazatlan,  just  as  we  were  on  the  point  of  sailing?” 
Answer:  I DO  RECOLLECT  THAT  HE  WAS  CONFINED  AT 
THAT  TIME,  and  remained  in  confinement  for  a very  considerable 
time,  and,  as  I understood  the  executive  officer  (Lieut.  J.  S.  Missroon) 
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at  the  time,  that  he  regarded  him  (the  steward)  totally  unworthy  of 
trust,  and  so  forcibly  was  I impressed  with  the  fact,  on  the  assurance 
of  the  executive  officer,  of  the  unworthiness  of  the  steward,  that  he 
was  not,  during  the  time  I was  caterer,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
employed  by  me  as  steward  ; but  the  duties  were  performed  by  Neal, 
the  servant  of  the  executive  officer. 

Did  I deem  it  necessary  to  say  more,  I would  do  so  ; but  the  fore- 
going are  the  facts  in  tlie  matter  referred  to.  I regret,  extremely, 
that  I cannot  be  with  you  at  this  time,  for  I very  much  fear  that 
injustice  may  be  done  you  in  the  absence  of  a full  development  of  the 
facts.  I trust,  however,  that  such  may  not  be  the  case. 

Yours,  with  sincere  respect  and  esteem, 

HENEY  B.  WATSON. 

Washington  A.  Bartlett,  Esq. 

This  generous  and  just  tribute  to  the  truth  is  of  itself  sufficient  to 
vindicate  me  from  what  I cannot  but  regard  as  a conspiracy — more 
especially  as  it  proceeds  from  one  whose  mind  had  been  originally 
prejudiced  against  me. 

It  is  suggested  as  the  opinion  of  some  of  the  witnesses  examined 
before  the  committee,  and  declared  by  Lieutenant  Missroon,  “ that  it 
appeared  to  the  board  (naval)  that  Mr.  Bartlett  failed  to  insist  upon 
or  demand  investigation,”  although  ‘^a  court  sat  on  board  of  the 
vessel  competent  to  his  trial  in  November,  1847.”  This,  whether 
adduced  as  a matter  of  mere  opinion,  or  as  matter  of  fact,  is  disproved 
by  the  record  evidence  before  the  committee. 

By  the  letter  of  October  8,  I was  formally  made  acquainted  with 
the  suspicions  of  my  messmates.  From  my  communication  to  Captain 
Montgomery  of  the  15th  October,  it  will  be  seen  that  I promptly  met 
the  imputations  contained  in  that  letter,  and  that,  instead  of  exhibit- 
ing the  ‘‘depressed  spirit”  and  the  “conscious  guilt”  which  my 
accusers  fancied,  I met  them  with  the  “most  positive  denial  of  any 
foundation  in  fact.  ” Not  only  was  the  truth  of  these  suspicions  or 
imputations  denied,  but,  instead  of  pocketing  with  “ conscious  guilt,” 
receiving  with  “dejection,”  suffering  even  to  “prostration,”  this 
formal  rupture  of  companionship,  I promptly  convert  this  private 
cartel  into  an  “ official  complaint,”  demand  that  “ they  (the  charges) 
should  be  proved  or  withdrawn,”  assert  “my  entire  innocence,” 
declare  that  “upon  that  ground  I will  stand  or  fall,”  and  that  I 
should  ‘ ‘ await  patiently  the  time  when  I can  meet  these  charges  on 
fair  terms,  either  before  yourself  or  any  court  of  inquiry  or  court 
martial.” 

In  rejoinder  to  the  letter  of  Lieutenant  Missroon,  and  the  joint 
letter  of  the  ward-room  officers,  I refuse  to,  enter  into  any  explanation 
with  them,  and  express  the  trust  that  “ I shall  yet  be  able  to  make 
good  my  defence.”  How?  Obviously  by  a fair  trial  before  the 
tribunal  I had  appealed  to.  This  is  distinctly  the  view  taken  by 
' Captain  Montgomery,  who,  in  his  letter  of  (he  13th  of  February, 
1856,  says:  “Allegations  were  brought  to  my  notice  by  officers  of 
the  Portsmouth  at  San  Francisco  in  18^46,  which  you  promply  met  by 
a demand  for  immediate  investigation  by  court  martial  or  court  of 
Eep.  237 2 
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enquiry,  wliich  the  exigency  of  the  public  service  precluded  at  that 
time.'’ 

It  will  he  remembered  that  this  whole  corres])ondence  occurred  after 
I had  been  for  some  time  separated  from  the  ship,  and  in  the  diseharge 
of  my  duties  as  the  first  American  alcalde  and  collector  of  customs  in 
the  city  of  San  Francisco. 

I closed  my  civil  service  in  February,  1847,  and  reported  myself  at 
headquarters  to  Commodore  Biddle.  I could  then  have  been  detached 
from  the  Portsmouth,  but  feeling  conscious  of  the  deep  wrong  which 
had  been  done  me  by  my  brother  officers,  I determined  to  resume  my 
former  position.  My  request  to  this  effect  was  granted,  and  I awaited 
the  arrival  of  the  Portsmouth,  which  I rejoined  on  the  1st  Ajn-il 
ensuing,  and  finished  in  her  the  protracted  cruise. 

1 submit  with  confidence  to  the  judgment  of  just  men,  whether 
these  fiicts  warrant  the  conclusion  I had  failed  to  insist  on  or 

demand  an  investigation.”  But  where  were  my  persecutors ? Their 
duty,  by  the  terms  of  the  naval  code,  was  plainly  set  forth.  Where 
was  their  urgency  ? What  steps  have  they  ever  taken  to  vindicate 
the  character  of  the  service  ? The  only  reply  is,  that  after  the  lapse 
of  nine  years,  when  it  might  be  supposed  that  malignity  had  lost  its 
edge,  these  unfounded  suspicions  were  revamped  in  the  dark  eouncils 
of  the  Naval  Board,  and  upon  the  belief  of  one  of  its  members  as  to 
the  character  of  a transaction,  and  his  belief  as  to  what  others 
believed,  made  the  basis  of  a sentence  by  which,  unheard  and 
undefended,  I have  been  ignominiously  cut  off  from  the  service  of  my 
country. 

When,  on  my  return  from  the  Pacific,  my  commander  handed  to 
me  the  papers  and  correspondence  connected  with  these  transactions, 
with  the  remark  that  there  was  nothing  remaining  against  me,  I felt 
that  I might  rely  upon  the  judgment  of  a man  whose  name  is  a 
synonyme  of  official  honor  and  personal  purity.  My  fault,  if  any, 
was  in  not  then  remembering  that  malice  has  no  Lethe. 

The  fourth  specification  includes  the  charges  against  me  while  in 
connexion  with  the  Ewing. 

The  Portsmouth  returned  to  the  United  States  in  May,  1848,  and  in 
the  succeeding  December  I was  ordered  to  the  command  of  the  schooner 
Ewing,  destined  to  the  survey  of  the  coast  of  California  and  Oregon. 
Lieutenant  Commanding  McArthur  was  made  chief  of  the  hydro- 
grapical  party.  I was  directed  to  proceed  around  Cape  Horn,  and  to 
make  my  reports  directly  to  Professor  Bache,  the  head  of  the  Coast 
Survey  establishment,  and  to  report  my  command  to  Lieutenant  Mc- 
Arthur upon  our  meeting  on  the  western  coast — the  rendezvous  being 
at  San  Francisco.  Lieutenant  McArthur  was  to  proceed  across  the 
Isthmus.  It  was  understood,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  superin- 
tendent, that  tico  vessels  were  to  be  employed.  The  Edith  was  to 
have  been  assigned  to  us,  or  some  other  vessel  purchased.  One  of 
these  vessels  was  to  have  been  commanded  by  me.  If,  however,  from 
any  cause  two  vessels  could  not  be  put  in  service  I was  to  return  to  the 
Atlantic  coast.  I was  not  to  serve  as  the  executive  officer  of  the  vessel  I 
had  commanded  ; nor  was  I to  be  turned  over  to  the  Pacific  squadron, 
which  I had  recently  left,  after  a service  of  three  years  and  a half. 
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1 reached  San  Francisco  August  5,  1849,  at  which  time  Lieutenant 
McArthur  had  not  arrived.  The  topographical  party  which  had  pre- 
ceded us,  and  whose  duty  it  was  to  prepare  for  the  hydrographical 
operations,  was  actually  disbanded,  and  their  instruments  stored. 
Their  commander  was  in  San  Francisco  without  force  to  accon^lish  any 
portion  of  his  duties.  The  joint  commission  of  the  army  and  navy 
were  in  camp  at  Sausolito  without  the  means  of  transportation.  Its 
officers  announced  to  me  that  in  ten  days  I would  he  without  a man, 
as  was  the  Massachusetts,  then  at  anchor  in  the  hay.  Eeporting  my- 
self to  the  commander  of  the  topographical  party,  and  to  the  super- 
intendent at  Washington,  and  regretingthe  non-arrival  of  McArthur, 
who  was  generally  supposed  to  have  died  on  the  passage,  I put  to  sea 
to  secure  my  crew,  and  await  the  course  of  events.  Outside,  I em- 
ployed the  schooner  in  giving  sailing  directions  to  vessels  seeking  the 
port  of  San  Francisco,  through  the  fog  and  haze  incident  to  that 
season.  Having  touched  at  Bodega  for  water  and  vegetables,  I re- 
turned to  San  Francisco,  and  was  gratified  to  find  that  Lieutenant 
McArthur  had,  at  length,  arrived.  I reported  my  command  to  him 
in  fine  working  order,  having  hut  four  men  short  of  the  authorized 
complement.  He  informed  me  that  he  had  already  conferred  with  the 
chief  of  the  topograpical  party,  and  that  it  was  perfectly  clear  that- 
enormous  contingent  expenses  wmuld  accrue,  from  any  attempt  to  con- 
duct the  operations  of  the  Coast  Survey  proper,  either  in  Oregon  or 
California,  in  the  then  unsettled  state  of  the  country,  and  under  the- 
extravagant  wages  of  labor  everywhere  demanded.  That,  therefore, 
it  woulcl  be  impossible  to  employ  even  one  vessel  in  the  regular  opera- 
tions of  the  work.  That  he  hacl  reported  the  facts  to  the  government, 
and  should  await  the  time  and  opportunity  of  prosecuting  the  survey. 
That  there  being  no  duty  for  me,  as  contemplated,  I Avas  at  liberty  to- 
take  up  my  residence  on  shore  until  the  superintendent  could  be  heard 
from,  and  official  authority  received  for  my  return  to  the  Atlantic- 
board.  Lieutenant  McArthur  having  assumed  the  command  of  the 
vessel,  I left  her  and  took  rooms  on  shore.  He  determined  as  soon  as 
the  exigencies  of  the  service  Avould  permit,  to  repair  to  the  Sandwich 
Islands  to  winter,  leaving  me  in  San  Francisco,  with  orders  to  corre- 
spond with  the  department,  and  open  all  dispatches ; and,  in  case  my 
orders  arrived,  to  return  and  report  to  Professor  Bache. 

The  Ewing  returned  in  March,  and  McArthur  proposed,  that  not 
having  heard  from  the  department,  I should  volunteer  to  go  to  Oregon 
as  his  principal  assistant,  for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  open  the 
navigation  of  the  Columbia  river,  then  closed  to  commerce  through 
the  difficulties  of  its  bars  and  the  ignorance  of  its  channels.  He 
stated,  at  the  same  time,  that  he  had  no  claim  to  my  services  in  any 
capacity  other  than  in  a separate  command  ; and  that  if  I should  de- 
cline to  go,  he  would  keep  his  official  pledge  and  order  me  at  once  to 
report  in  person  to  the  superintendent,  and  explain  to  him  the  obsta- 
cles by  which  the  service  was  surrounded. 

Having  cheerfully  acceded  to  this  suggestion,  I accompanied  Mc- 
Arthur as  his  assistant  in  the  survey  mentioned,  and  the  subsequent 
reconnoissance  of  the  coast,  from  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia  river  to 
Monterey.  These  labors  occupied  us  until  October.  Their  value  has 
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been  aeknowleclged  by  Professor  Baclie_,  and  by  the  country,  and  the 
difficulties  under  Avhich  they  were  prosecuted  will  be  shown  by  the 
reports. 

The  foregoing  narrative  has  become  necessary  in  consequenee  of  the 
confusarl  statement  of  Lieutenant  Simms  before  the  committee,  in 
which  he  undertakes  to  say  that,  during  a portion  of  the  time,  I per- 
formed no  duty.  Tlie  facts  stated  will  be  borne  out  by  the  ofiicial  re- 
ports of  the  Coast  Survey  and  the  testimony  of  Professor  Bache.  I 
j)crformed  the  whole  duty  for  which  I was  sent  out,  and  how  it  was 
discharged  will  not  be  questioned  by  any  one  cognizant  of  the  history 
of  the  work. 

The  letter  produced  before  the  committee  by  the  witness  above  men- 
tioned is  in  every  point  of  view  an  extraordinary  production.  Its 
crudities  scarcely  require  comment.  Its  inconsistencies  are  apparent. 
It  sets  forth  a complaint  that,  although  nominally  attached  to  the 
Ewing,  I kept  no  watch,  except  in  some  instances,  as  a matter  of 
favor  ; and  it  attempts  to  reason  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  upon 
the  supposed  anomaly  of  my  position. 

Of  this  document  I had  no  knowledge  whatever  prior  to  its  produc- 
tion before  the  committee.  It  is  mere  wasted  paper,  having,  for- 
tunately perhaps  for  its  author,  never  assumed  an  official  character  or 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  department.  But  it  has  been  trea- 
sured and  preserved,  as  I must  conclude,  as  a means  of  hostility,  to 
which  purpose  it  is  now,  at  least,  unquestionably  applied. 

Lieut.  Simms  declares  under  an  oath,  wdiich,  although  extra-judicial, 
he  no  doubt  considered  binding  upon  his  conscience,  that  the  statements 
contained  in  this  communication — which  was  in  its  nature  and  purpose 
an  infraction  of  the  rules  and  discipline  of  the  service — are  correct. 
Its  complaints,  growing  out  of  a misunderstanding  in  reference  to  my 
true  position  in  reference  to  the  EAving,  are  unquestionably  incorrect, 
as  seems  to  be  admitted  by  the  witness  in  his  testimony,  when  he  states 
that  “Bartlett  was  apparently  attached  to  the  schooner  Ewing,  but 
held  no  position  on  board;”  and  that  I was  “nominally  attached.” 
The  statements  of  this  letter  consist  entirely  of  tlie  exjAression  of  the 
opinions  of  the  Avriters  upon  various  matters,  which,  it  is  declared, 
“seem  to  us  strange.”  There  are  no  facts  mentioned  in  it  saA^e  #u;o. 
The  first  is,  that  my  residence  ashore  AA-as  Avith  tlie  “permission”  of 
the  lieutenant  commanding.  The  other  is,  that  I Avas  a “member  of 
a business  copartnershij) ;”  and,  as  it  seems  to  the  beAvilderod  and 
perhaps  somewhat  jaundiced  vision  of  my  juniors,  enjoying,  as  they 
express  it,  “the  golden  realities  and  speculations  of  California.” 
Noav,  as  to  the  latter  statement,  repeated  in  the  testimony  of  Lieuten- 
ant Simms,  I admit,  Avithout  hesitation,  that  I had  funds  iiiA'ested  in 
the  business  of  “Bingham,  Ileynolds,  Bartlett  & Co.”  My  brother 
alAvays  controlled  my  interest  or  investment.  I did  not  contract  for, 
nor  did  I giA'c  my  personal  attention  to  the  concern.  Among  the 
crude  and  unfledged  opinions,  and  maAvkish  sentiments  of  honor 
abounding  in  the  testimony  and  allegations  against  me,  there  is  none 
more  puerile  and  absurd  than  the  attempt,  not  directly  perhaps,  but 
by  inuendo,  to  reflect  and  cast  obloquy  upon  me  on  account  of  a pecu- 
niary connexion  Avith  mercantile  affairs.  If  it  seems  good  to  my  ene- 
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mies,  I am  perfectly  content  that  they  shall  gnaw  that  file  as  long  as 
they  desire. 

Captain  Halleck,  of  the  engineers,  while  still  connected  with  the 
army,  was  the  active  head  of  the  well  known  professional  firm  of 
Halleck,  Peachy,  and  Billings.  Lieutenant  Maynard  invested  his 
funds  in  a steamboat  line.  Lieutenant  Blair,  of  Washington  city,  en- 
gaged in  a similar  enterprise.  The  officers  upon  the  western  coast,  of 
both  services,  generally  entered  into  speculations.  I am  not  aware 
that  any  injurious  imputation  has  ever  attached  to  any  of  these  gen- 
tlemen for  such  transactions. 

That  I faithfully  performed  the  special  duties  assigned  to  me  while 
attached  to  the  Ewing  is  admitted  by  Lieutenant  Simms,  who  says, 
“so  far  as  surveying  was  concerned,  Bartlett  was  actively  engaged.” 
The  result  of  my  labors,  and  the  manner  in  which  they  were  per- 
formed, have  frequently  secured  the  highest  applause  from  the  Super- 
intendent of  the  Coast  Survey.  In  the  eulogy  delivered  by  Professor 
Bache,  on  Lieutenant  McArthur,  the  professor  says: 

“The  work  which  he  accomplished  will  live  for  ever ! Surrounded 
by  circumstances  the  most  difficult  perhaps  which  ever  tried  the  con- 
stancy, the  judgment,  the  resources  of  any  hydrographer,  he  van- 
quished circumstances.  His  reeonnoissance  of  the  western  coast,  from 
Monterey  to  Columbia  river,  and  his  preliminary  surveys  there,  were 
made  in  spite  of  desertion  and  even  mutiny — in  spite  of  the  inade- 
quacy of  means  to  meet  the  truly  extraordinary  circumstances  of  the 
country.  Happy  that  in  his  officers  he  had  friends  devoted  to  him 
and  to  their  duties — especially  happy  in  the  officer  next  to  him  in  the  re- 
sponsibilities of  the  iccn-k.  ’ ’ 

In  reference  to  the  insinuations  that  I had  smuggled  certain  goods^ 
conveyed  by  the  Ewing,  the  only  witnesses  who  speak  on  the  subject 
are  Lieutenants  Missroon  and  Simms.  Mis  moon  says : “ It  was  known 
to  one  or  more  members  of  the  (naval)  hoard  that  his  (Bartlett’s)  con- 
duct on  board  the  surveying  schooner  Ewing  was  discreditable  to  him, 
and  believed  to  be  dishonest.” 

Lieutenant  Simms  says : ‘ ‘ That  in  conversation  the  charge  was  that 
Lieutenant  Bartlett  had  passed  goods  through  the  custom-house. 
He  heard  Bartlett  say  the  clothing  he  had  was  worth  $750,  taken  on 
hoard  at  Valparaiso  and  landed  at  San  Francisco.  Bartlett  said  Har- 
rison, custom-house  officer,  passed  them  for  the  use  of  the  vessel. 
Witness  was  attached  to  the  vessel.  The  goods  did  not  go  on  hoard 
again.  This  was  a matter  of  public  notoriety  on  shore.  It  was  in 
the  year  1849.”  Again:  “Bartlett  said  he  had  seen  Harrison,  and 
had  told  him  the  goods  were  for  the  use  of  the  vessel,  and  Harrison 
had  charged  nothing  for  passing  them.” 

The  ear  of  the  community  has  been  filled  with  rumors  that  it  had 
been  proved  I had  been  guilty  of  smuggling.  I quote  all  the  testi- 
mony given  before  the  committee  to  show  on  what  character  of  found- 
ation the  rumor  rests.  Was  it  intended  by  Lieutenant  Simms  to  say 
what  a grammatical  construction  of  his  language  imports?  I will  he 
lenient  in  my  treatment  of  him,  and  suppose  he  did  not.  It  is  neces- 
sary, however,  for  my  vindication,  to  meet  the  charge  as  it  stands. 
To  prove  a negative  is  at  all  times  difficult,  and  the  law,  unless  in 
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exceptional  cases,  never  requires  it.  To  my  own  positive  denial  that 
I ever  used  the  Ewing  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  goods  of  my 
own  intended  for  sale,  I am  able  to  add  the  testimony  aftorded  by  the 
following  correspondence: 


W.\siirNGToN,  July  18,  1855. 

Dear  Sir:  Reports  derogatory  to  the  character  of  the  officer  who 
took  the  cutter  Ewing  out  to  California  have  been  circulated.  It  is 
due  to  this  officer,  now  absent,  if  untrue,  that  they  should  be  contra- 
dicted ; if  founded  in  facts,  it  is  equally  due  the  service  that  they 
should  be  known  in  a tangible  form. 

It  has  been  stated  that  he  traded  along  the  western  coast,  in  some 
cases  smuggling  the  goods  on  shore.  On  addressing  myself  to  Lieu- 
tenant J.  H.  Moore,  he  referred  me  to  you  as  having  been  the  execu- 
tive officer  of  the  Ewing  at  the  time  alluded  to.  Any  information 
you  may  have,  calculated  to  I’elieve  the  officer  or  do  justice  to  the  ser- 
vice, I will  thank  you  to  forward  to  me  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

I am,  dear  sir,  verv  respectfully,  yours, 

S.  F.  DUPONT. 

Lieutenant  A.  C.  Rhind,  U.  S.  N. 


Lieutenant  A.  G.  Rhind  to  Commander  S.  F.  Dupont. 


Staten  Island,  July  22,  1855. 

Dear  Sir:  I have  received  your  note  of  the  18th.  The  officer  who 
commanded  the  cutter  Ewing  on  her  voyage  to  California,  Lieutenant 
W.  A.  Bartlett,  had  some  affairs  of  trade,  the  nature  or  extent  of 
which  I did  not  take  the  trouble  to  inform  myself.  It  seemed  to  me 
to  he  rather  a matter  of  taste. 

It  is  not  to  my  knowledge  true  that  the  vessel,  or  any  person  on 
board  of  her,  was  at  any  time  made  use  of  for  the  purposes  mentioned 
in  your  note. 


Respectfully,  Ac., 


A.  C.  RHIND. 


Commander  S.  F.  Dupont. 


Staten  Island.  December  18,  1855, 
Sir  : I have  received  your  letter  of  the  12th.  I continue  to  be  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  reply  I wrote  to  the  note  of  Mr.  Dupont.  It 
is  a fact  well  known  that  you  Avere  engaged  in  business  in  San  Fran- 
cisco. So  long,  however,  as  the  requirements  of  the  service  ivere  observed, 
it  was,  in  my  opinion,  a matter  of  taste.  The  manner  in  which  I stated 
it  conveyed  a reproof  to  those  Avho  desired  to  make  it  otherwise. 

I may  mention  to  you  that  I met  Mr.  Thornton  here  recently,  and 
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that,  in  a conversation  with  him  in  regard  to  the  affair,  (Mr.  Thorn- 
ton was  also  one  of  the  watch  officers  of  the  Ewing,)  he  stated  that  he 
also  ivas  ignorant  of  any  such  proceedings  as  imputed  to  you,  and  referred 
to  the  impossibility  of  such  occurrences  talcing  place  loithout  his  or  my 
Icnoioledge.  ^*^*^**^^* 
Your  obedient  servant, 

A.  C.  RHIND. 

W.  A.  Bartlett,  Esq. 

We  have  here  the  evidence  of  Lieutenant  Rhind,the  executive  offi- 
cer, as  well  as  that  of  Mr.  Thornton ; hut  we  have  still  more  pertinent 
testimony  in  the  evidence  of  the  witness,  Simms,  himself.  Only  one 
month  before  he  was  called  to  testify  before  you,  he  addressed  me  the 
following  letter : 


Washington,  February  4,  1856. 

Sir  : I have  received  your  letter  stating  that  you  have  been  charged 
with  using  the  schooner  Ewing  for  the  purpose  of  smuggling  along 
the  western  coast,  and  ashing  me  to  give  you  a statement  in  reference 
to  the  same.  In  reply  I would  state  that  I was  attached  to  the  “ Ewing 
at  the  time  you  speak  of,  and  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  your 
having  used  her  for  such  a purpose.  I was  aware  of  your  being  en- 
gaged in  business  in  San  Francisco,  but  know  nothing  personally  of 
the  charge  to  which  you  refer. 

I am,  sir,  vours,  &c., 

C.  C.  SIMMS. 

Washington  A.  Bartlett,  Esq., 

Washington.  D C. 

I am  also  able  to  lay  before  you  a letter  from  the  commander  of  the 
revenue  brig  Lawrence : 


Washington  City,  February  21,  1856. 

Dear  Sir  : Upon  a perusal  of  your  memorial  to  Congress,  and  ac- 
companying correspondence,  I was  greatly  astonished  at  learning  that 
you  are  charged  with  having  been  engaged  in  illicit  trade  while  em- 
ployed in  the  survey  of  the  coasts  of  California  and  Oregon,  on  board 
of  the  United  States  schooner  Ewing. 

My  particular  duties  while  in  command  of  the  revenue  brig  Law- 
rence, were  tbe  prevention  and  detection  of  smuggling  and  violation 
of  the  navigation  laws  ; and  to  the  manner  in  which  those  duties  were 
performed  my  success  will  bear  testimony. 

My  officers  and  crew  were  in  constant  communication  with  those  of 
the  Ewing,  and  it  is  hardly  possible  that  such  an  occurrence  should 
have  taken  place  without  having  reached  my  ears. 

It  would  require  direct  and  positive  testimony  to  convince  me  that 
a naval  officer  whose  professional  and  private  character  is  without  re- 
proacli,  could  be  induced,  by  pecuniary  considerations,  to  engage  in 
perpetrating  the  meanest  crime  upon  the  statutes — smuggling. 

I am  aware  of  one  fact,  however,  to  which  I bear  cheerful  testimony. 
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i.  e.,  that  you  did,  in  company  with  Lieutenant  McArthur,  wait  upon 
James  Collier,  esq.,  collector  of  the  customs  at  San  Francisco,  and  in- 
form him  that  while  engaged  beyond  the  limit  of  my  observation,  you 
would  keep  a watchful  eye  over  the  interests  of  the  revenue,  and  re- 
port promptly  to  him  any  violations  of  those  laws  which  might  come 
under  your  observation,  which  was  properly  appreciated  by  the  col- 
lector. 

Very  faithfully,  yours, 

ALEX.  V.  FRASER. 

Washington  A.  Bartli-ht. 

It  is  very  evident  that  this  charge  was  before  the  Naval  Board. 
How  far  it  tended  to  produce  the  decision  at  which  they  arrived,  it  is, 
of  course,  impossible  to  say.  It  is  certain,  however,  that  it  formed 
one  of  the  grounds  of  my  condemnation ; for  Lieutenant  Missroon  so 
states  it.  This  is  also  shown  by  the  letter  of  inquiry  of  Captain  Du- 
pont, above  recited.  The  answer  of  Lieutenant  Rhind  was,  however, 
of  no  service  to  me,  for  it  seems  that  the  board  first  condemned  me, 
anU  THEN  INSTITUTED  AN  INQUIRY  as  to  the  truth  of  the  charge.  I ask 
your  serious  attention  to  the  following  communication  from  Mr. 
Rhind : 


Stapleton,  Staten  Island,  October  8,  1855. 

Sir:  The  annexed  notes,  you  will  see,  are  copies  of  a communica- 
tion to  me  from  one  of  the  Navy  Board,  and  reply  thereto.  When  I 
learned  from  Commander  Dupont  that  he  did  not  deem  it  necessary 
to  make  you  aware  of  it,  I determined  to  do  so  myself.  In  the  course 
of  a conversation  with  him  on  the  subject,  (before  the  decisions  of  the 
board  were  published,)  he  made  the  remark,  ‘■‘^that  my  note  did  not  make 
any  difference  in  your  case,  as  they  {the  board)  had  decided  it  before  my 
reply  xoas  received.  ’ ’ 

I have  the  original  of  the  note  of  Mr.  Dupont.  You  are  at  liberty 
to  make  what  use  you  think  proper  of  these  notes,  to  instance  the 
manner  of  action  on  the  part  of  the  members  of  that  inquisition. 


Mr.  W.  A.  Bartlett. 

P.  S. — In  regard  to  the  allusion  made  to  Lieut.  ]\[oore,  in  the  note 
of  Mr.  Dupont,  I have  it  from  that  officer,  that  he  sim^dy  designated 
me  as  one  of  the  officers  of  the  Ewing,”  and  did  not  think  other- 
wise than  that  I would  decline  to  furnish  information  in  such  a 
manner. 

It  will  be  remarked,  that  all  that  Mr.  Simms  says  about  smuggling, 
“or  passing  goods,”  he  gives  as  derived  from  m3'  own  conversations. 
It  would  be  singular,  indeed,  had  I been  knave  enough  to  have  com- 
mitted the  act,  I should  have  had  the  folly  to  expose  myself  to  a bro- 
ther officer.  Facts  and  circumstances  have  been  so  confounded  and 
distorted,  that  I will  now  narrate  the  truth  of  lu}’’  connexion  with 
this  alleged  trading  transaction.  While  at  Valparaiso,  I purchased 
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from  the  United  States  naval  agency  $728  25  worth  of  British  sam- 
ple clothing,  (seaman’s,  and  especially  suited  for  surveying  service,) 
equal  to  only  one  suit  per  man.  My  object  in  doing  so  was  to  have 
the  means  within  my  control  of  su|)plying  the  crew  with  clothing 
suitable  to  their  work,  at  a low  price.  We  had  learned  that  clothing 
had,  with  everything  else,  reached  fabulous  prices  at  San  Francisco. 
The  men’s  wages  were  hut  $12  to  $18  per  month,  while  the  wages  of 
the  port  were  $250  to  $300.  Tiiese  goods  were  shipped  on  hoard  the 
John  G.  Coster,  and  not  on  hoard  the  Ewing.  The  freight  hill  and 
receipt  are  now  in  my  possession,  and  a copy  thereof  will  he  found  in 
the  Appendix  IV. 

When  they  arrived  at  San  Francisco  they  were  regularly  passed 
through  the  custom-house,  as  will  appear  by  the  following  affidavits. 

The  undersigned,  James  W.  Bingham,  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
being  duly  sworn,  deposeth  and  saith,  that  he  was  a member  of  the 
firm  of  Bingham,  Keynolds,  Bartlett  & Co.,  of  San  Francisco,  and 
resident  there  from  August,  1849,  until  October,  1851.  That  said 
firm  received  from  ship  John  G.  Coster  an  invoice  of  clothing,  shipped 
from  Valparaiso,  which  was  sold  for  account  of  W.  A.  Bartlett,  and 
proceeds  paid  him.  Deponent  has  not  now  before  him  the  books  of 
said  firm,  which  are  in  San  Francisco,  but  can  be  produced  or  referred 
to  within  sixty  days,  if  required  for  verification  of  deponent’s  state- 
ment. The  deponent  remembers  the  fact  of  receiving  and  making 
sales  of  goods  before  mentioned.  That  said  goods  were  regularly  en- 
tered and  cleared  at  custom-house  in  San  Francisco,  as  deponent 
firmly  believes,  and  were  received  from  said  ship  John  G.  Coster  by 
custom-house  permit,  as  required  bv  law. 

JAS.  W.  BINGHAM. 


State  of  New  York,  ) 

City  and  county  of  New  York,  ) 

On  this  17th  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty- 
six,  before  me,  a notary  public,  duly  commissioned  and  sworn,  per- 
sonally appeared  James  N . Bingham,  and  to  me  known  to  be  the 
subscriber  to  the  foregoing  statement,  and  made  oath  that  the  same  is 
true  and  correct,  to  the  best  of  his  information  and  belief. 

Witness  my  hand  and  official  seal,  the  day  and  year  above 
written. 

JOHN  DRAKE. 


[l.  s.] 


PmLADBLpniA,  April  7,  1856. 

The  undersigned,  formerly  the  U.  S.  collector  in  and  for  the  port 
and  district  of  San  Francisco,  Territory  of  California,  and  so  acting 
in  the  year  A.  D.  1849,  and  to  the  month  of  October,  1849,  when  re- 
lieved by  Col.  J.  Collier,  esq.,  his  legal  successor,  hereby  states,  for 
the  benefit  of  W.  A.  Bartlett,  esq.,  late  of  the  navy,  and  for  any  use 
the  said  Bartlett  may  desire  to  make  of  this  paper  : That  it  was  the 
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jiractice  ol‘  tlie  custoin-liouse  at  San  Francisco,  at  the  period  referred 
to,  viz  : 184h,  to  demand  of  the  master  of  every  merchant  vessel  en- 
tering the  port  of  San  Francisco,  a full  and  complete  sworn  manifest 
of  the  entire  cargo,  wliether  taken  on  board  at  the  commencement  of 
the  voyage,  or  at  any  ]>ort  on  the  route,  and  that  immediately  the 
vessel  entered  tlie  port,  (and  even  before  said  manifest  was  due  at  the 
'Custom-honse,)  and  before  licr  hatches  could  be  opened  and  any  article 
could  be  landed,  a sworn  “visitor’'  and  “inspector”  was  placed  on 
board,  and  the  hatches  were  locked  or  secured  b}’’  custom-house  seals, 
and  tliat  when  the  hatches  were  opened  they  were  so  opened  under  the 
charge  of  said  sworn  insjjector,  and  that  no  article  or  package  of  the 
cargo  could  be  landed  from  tlie  ship  until  a regular  “permit”  was 
handed  to  the  inspector,  signed  by  the  collector  or  one  of  his  deputies, 
or  the  ])crmit  clerk,  under  the  usual  forms  and  guards  of  the  office. 

And  the  undersigned  further  says,  that  such  permit,  which  was  the 
only  legal  ]iroof  to  the  inspector  that  he  had  authority  to  land  pack- 
ages, would,  on  his  receipt  of  it  and  consequent  delivery  of  the  pack- 
ages enumerated  upon  it  revert  to  the  custom-house,  as  the  inspector’s 
voucher  of  delivery  ; and  would  there  remain  with  and  share  the  fate 
of  the  archieves  of  the  custom-house. 

And  the  undersigned  further  says,  that  while  he  cannot  recall,  from 
personal  recollection,  the  circumstances  of  the  importation  of  clothing, 
which  Mr.  Bartlett  admits  he  imported  into  San  Francisco,  from  Val- 
paraiso, in  1849,  in  the  ship  John  Gr.  Co.ster,  the  undersigned  does 
not  doubt  that  on  the  recei])t  of  an  application,  whether  verbal  or  in 
writing,  to  permit  the  articles  referred  to  to  be  landed,  whether  they 
wereto  be  entered  for  duty  or  free,  or  whether  the  question  of  duties  re- 
mained to  bo  decided,  that  either  the  undersigned  or  his  deputy,  did 
give,  either  to  Mr.  Bartlett  or  some  authorized  agent  of  his,  a full  per- 
mit to  enter  the  clotliing,  or  else  such  agent  could  not  have  gotten  pos- 
esssion  of  them,  either  from  the  master  of  the  ship  or  the  insj)ector  of 
customs.  And  tlie  undersigned  has  no  reason  to  suppose  that  Mr. 
Bartlett,  the  master  of  the  John  (4.  Coster,  or  the  inspector  of  cus- 
toms, or  either  of  them,  combined  to  evade  the  laAvs  of  the  customs, 
in  a matter  of  such  trifling  importance  or  in  any  ot  her  case ; and 
which,  in  tliis  case,  must  have  involved  the  ship  and  cargo,  in  which, 
it  is  not  supposed,  that  Mr.  Bartlett  had  any  interest. 

The  undersigned  does  not  see  in  this  transaction  alluded  to  anything 
to  implicate  J\lr.  Bartlett,  or  to  attach  to  him  a charge  of  smuggling. 
It  is  evident  that  he  applied  to  the  proper  authority  to  have  the  arti- 
cles landed  and  placed  under  his  control.  And  the  question  of  duties 
or  no  duties  was,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  customs  in  California, 
a question  the  undersigned  could  fully  decide  for  himself  and  the  jiub- 
Uc  service ; and  that  the  undersigned  did  decide  the  matter  in  such 
manner  as  the  circumstances  called  for  there  can  be  no  doubt. 

And  the  undersigned  further  says,  that  at  no  period  during  the 
time  of  his  administration  of  the  customs  at  San  Francisco,  was  any 
charge  ever  laid,  or  attempted  to  be  laid,  before  him,  of  any  attempt, 
intention,  or  act  of  smuggling,  on  the  part  of  Lieut.  Bartlett,  then 
commanding  the  United  States  .schooner  “Ewing,”  or  subsequently 
to  his  being  relieved  of  that  command. 

And  the  undersigned  declares  that  Lieut.  Bartlett  enjoyed  a high 
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reputation  in  San  Francisco,  for  honor,  probity,  and  attention  to  his 
duties,  in  all  his  official  and  private  relations,  and  that  among  his  ac- 
quaintances, and  they  were  extensive  in  that  population,  this  officer 
stood  high  in  their  esteem  and  respect.  And  the  undersigned  knows 
of  nothing  which  should  discredit  Lieut.  Bartlett  as  a public  officer 
and  gentleman. 

E.  H.  HARRISON. 


State  of  Pennsylvania,  ^ 

City  of  Philadelphia,  ) 

Be  it  known,  that  on  the  day  of  the  dale  hereof,  before  me,  Edward 
Wilcox,  notary  public  for  the  commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  by 
lawful  authority  duly  commissioned  and  sworn,  residing  in  Philadel- 
phia, personally  appeared  the  before  named  E.  II . Harrison,  and  ac- 
knowledged the  foregoing  instrument  of  writing  to  be  liis  act  and  deed, 
r 1 In  testimony  whereof  I have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed 
L ‘ '-I  mv  notarial  seal,  the  7th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1856. 

EDMUND  WILCOX,  Notary  Pv.hlic. 

Such  portions  of  this  clothing  as  were  desired  by  the  crew  were  fur- 
nished to  them  and  charged  and  settled  with  Lieut.  McArthur.  As 
no  surveying  service  could  then  be  performed,  as  before  stated,  and 
the  Ewing  was  about  to  proceed  to  a warm  climate,  the  residue,  being 
at  my  personal  risk  and  cost  of  storage,  I ordered  to  be  sold. 

The  two  branches  of  this  charge,  first,  that  I used  the  Ewing  for 
trading  purposes,  and,  second,  that  the  goods  so  conveyed  were  smug- 
gled or  improperly  passed  through  the  custom-house,  are  thus  shown 
to  have  no  warrant  in  the  evidence  in  the  cause,  and  no  foundation  in 
fact. 

The  fifth  and  last  charge  accuses  me  with  fraudulently  attempting 
to  obtain  from  the  Treasury  Department  a larger  compensation  for 
my  services  as  special  agent  to  Paris  than  I was  entitled  to.  It  is 
thus  stated  in  the  testimony  of  Lieut.  Missroon  : 

“ The  board  also  were  influenced  by  an  examination  of  certain  ac- 
counts and  papers  on  file  in  the  Treasury  Department,  recently  ren- 
dered by  Mr.  Bartlett  for  his  expenses  in  Paris,  which  were  not  ad- 
mitted by  the  department  until  altered  ; and  contain  charges  for  items 
which  were  deemed  discreditable  to  Mr.  Bartlett  as  an  officer.” 

The  specifications  of  this  charge  are  subsequently  stated  by  the 
same  witness  as  follows.  I divide  them  for  convenience : 

1st.  “ That  he  had  rendered  accounts  claiming  more  money  than  it 
was  understood  he  should  receive  for  that  duty.” 

2d.  “That  he  had  admitted  on  the  examination  of  his  accounts 
virtually  that  the  items  charged  embraced  the  expenses  of  his  wife 
and  children  also.” 

3d.  “ That  by  advice  he  had  withdrawn  these  charges,  or  accounts, 
but  had  afterwards  reproduced  them,  and  that  they  then  appeared  on 
file  in  the  Treasury  Department.” 

4th.  “These  accounts  were  found  to  contain  exorbitant  charges, 
and  impressed  the  board  unfavorably  of  his  honesty.” 

The  sub-specifications  under  this  fourth  head  are  as  follows  : 
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1st.  ‘ “ He  claimed  expenses  for  constructing  sixty-three  liglit-liouse 
illuminators  ; but  he  was  ordered  to  attend  to  no  other  duty  than  to 
enter  into  contracts,  Arc.,  for  eight  illuminating  apparatus,  under  an 
order  dated  July  10,  1852." 

2d.  “A  charge  appeared  for  office  of  agency  in  Paris,  when  no 
office  was  authorized  or  required  ; and  it  appeared,  hy  another  hill, 
that  this  office  was  the  quarters  of  himself  and  family.” 

:kl.  ‘‘ A charge  for  visiting  English  lights  ; which  visits  were  un- 
authorized.” 

4th.  ‘‘  A charge  for  parlor  in  London — Fenton’s  hill  for  §34  25  for 
two  and  a half  days’  hoard,  originally  charged  $45.” 

5th.  “Doorkeeper  and  messenger  for  two  years;  servant’s  hire, 
which  appeared  to  have  been  made  out  after  his  return  home,  which,  if 
presented  at  all,  should  have  been  charged  as  paid ; druggist’s  hill,  ' ’ &c. 

The  charges  conclude  with  a general  count  in  reference  to  expenses  in 
Paris,  and  the  maximum  amount  to  which  I was  supposed  to  he  limited. 

The  testimony  of  Mr.  Jenkins  upon  those  charges  is  extracted  as 
follows : 

“Bartlett  came  to  the  office  earlj'^  in  the  morning  and  spent  the 
time  that  day  till  nearly  9 o’clock  at  night.  During  that  day  and 
evening  he  (B.)  spoke  almost  continually  of  his  trip  to  Paris,  his  ac- 
counts, &c.,  without  being  specific,  evidently  with  a view  to  elicit 
from  witness  the  opinion  of  the  Light-house  Board  relative  to  his  per- 
sonal expenses,  accounts  on  said  trip,  &c.  Witness  informed  Bart- 
lett, in  as  delicate  a manner  as  possible,  what  he,  witness,  conceived 
to  he  the  general  opinion  of  the  members  of  the  Light-house  Board  ; 
all  of  whom  (except  Secretary  of  Treasury  and  Professor  Bache)  were 
present  at  the  meeting  of  said  hoard  when  Bartlett's  accounts  were 
examined  and  discussed.  Witness  even  pointed  out  to  Bartlett  cer- 
tain vouchers  Avhich  he  thought  very  exceptionable.  Finally,  Bartlett 
asked  him  what  he  should  do.  Witness  told  him  frankly  and  promptly 
that  he  ought  to  withdraw  all  of  his  vouchers  for  personal  expenses. 
Bartlett  then  asked  if  he  was  to  lose  all  his  personal  expenses. 
Witness  replied,  hy  no  means  ; that  his  instructions  comprised  a 
maximum  limit,  and  witness  had  no  doubt  that  if  Bartlett,  as  he  said, 
could  satisfy  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  his  expenses  had  been 
greater  than  that  maximum,  he  would  make  a just  and  liberal  allow- 
ance as  possible.  Bartlett  then  addressed  a letter  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  and  filed  it  in  lieu  of  his  accounts  and  vouchers,  which 
he  withdrew.” 

“ The  vouchers  for  disbursements  were  then  properly  stated  and  sent 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  Bartlett’s  letter  submitting  his 
claim  for  personal  expenses,  and  the  report  of  the  Light-house  Board 
thereon.” 

“ Bartlett  claimed  $4,01 1 for  personal  expenses  covering  27  months. 
The  particular  vouchers  to  which  Bartlett’s  attention  was  called  hy  wit- 
ness were  his  hill  at  Fenton’s  hotel,  London,  for  two  and  a halfdays’ 
hoard  and  expenses,  $45,  which  now  ap])cars  to  have  been  altered  to 
$34  35  ; his  vouchers  for  transportation  of  extra  baggage,  trip  to  Spurn 
light,  loss  of  baggage,  and  for  medicine.  The  opinion  of  witness  was 
that  none  of  these  Avould  pass  the  hoard.  Witness  thought  the  vouch- 
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ers  submitted  by  Bartlett  evidently  included  family  expenses,  and  were 
consequently  all  objectionable.  Bartlett  was  finally  allowed  three  per 
cent,  on  expenditures  amounting  to  $2,700.  After  withdrawing  his 
accounts,  Bartlett  told  witness  he  had  restored  them.” 

Previous  to  the  year  1852,  there  arose  a question  of  great  importance 
to  the  government  and  the  commercial  interests  of  the  country  in  refer- 
ence to  the  propriety  of  introducing  the  improved  French  lenses  in  the 
light-house  establishment  of  the  United  States. 

Having  taken  a great  interest  in  this  matter,  and  acquired  as  much 
information  as  I could  procure,  at  the  suggestion  of  Professor  Bache, 
and  by  the  invitation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  I laid  my  views 
of  it  before  him,  and  the  result  was  that  I was  requested  to  proceed  to 
Paris  as  the  special  agent  of  the  department  to  obtain  full  details  and 
precise  knowledge  upon  the  subject.  The  board  of  inquiry  into  the 
light-house  establishment,  appointed  under  the  act  of  Congress  of 
March  3,  1851,  had  recommended  the  adoption  of  the  system  of  illu- 
mination of  the  French  lens  ; and  the  leading  duty  imposed  upon  me 
was  to  ascertain  and  report  facts  and  my  opinion  for  the  guidance  of 
the  department.  I was  instructed  that  the  recommendation  of  the 
board  would  not  be  adopted  until  I had  been  heard  from. 

I repaired  to  Paris  in  the  month  of  July,  1852,  with  the  written 
instructions  of  the  Secretary  setting  forth  the  nature  of  my  duties,  the 
extent  of  the  powers  with  which  I was  then  entrusted,  or  eventually 
to  be  clothed,  and  the  terms,  as  agreed  upon,  by  which  my  proper  ex- 
penses were  to  be  reimbursed. 

As  a question  has  been  made  as  to  the  scope  of  my  authority,  it  will 
be  better  at  once  to  determine  that  matter  by  reference  to  the  instruc- 
tions. The  material  portions  are  expressed  in  the  following  language : 

“Congress  having  autliorized  the  construction  of  light-houses  at  dif- 
ferent points  on  the  Pacific,  the  department  contemplates  furnishing 
them  w'ith  the  improved  French  lenses,  provided  the  needful  appro- 
priation can  be  obtained  to  cover  the  increased  expense.  But  previous 
to  giving  any  jiositive  orders  for  the  purchase  of  them,  it  wishes  to 
obtain  particular  and  detailed  information  upon  all  points  connected 
with  the  subject,  and  for  that  purpose  has  appointed  you  to  proceed  to 
Paris.” 

* He  ^ 

Then  follow  the  details  of  instructions  as  to  the  information  to  be 
obtained  in  regard  to  work,  prices,  improvements,  necessary  imple- 
ments, and  supplies.  The  instructions  proceed  : 

“ It  has  been  suggested  that  the  6th  order  of  lenses  will  be  advan- 
tageously employed  in  various  small  lights  on  the  coasts  and  harbors 
of  the  United  States  without  making  any  other  change  except  substi- 
tuting them  for  the  present  reflectors. 

“You  will  please  ascertain  on  what  terms  this  order  of  lenses  can 
be  procured  with  a suitable  mechanical  or  other  lamp,  without  other 
fixtures  or  accessories  of  any  kind,  or  if  you  find,  on  inquiry,  if  the 
latter  would  be  absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  make  the  suggested 
change,  then  to  include  the  cost  of  them  also,  but  to  have  nothing  of 
the  kind  that  is  not  absolutely  necessary. 

“ The  department,  after  hearing  from  you  as  regards  the  smaller 
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sized  lenses,  and  obtaining  further  information  in  connexion  with  the 
subject  of  this  size,  may  i)robably  try  the  experiment  with  six  or  eight 
of  the  smaller  light-liouses,  and  if  it  succeeds,  extend  to  a much  larger 
number.’' 

These  extracts  sufficiently  exhibit  the  extent  and  character  of  the 
powers  and  duties  which  I assumed. 

Tlie  mode  in  wliich  my  expenses  were  to  be  reimbursed  is  expressed 
in  the  following  clause  of  my  instructions  : 

As  an  officer  of  the  government,  you  of  course  are  aware  that  the 
department  is  prohibited  by  law  from  making  you  any  compensation 
for  the  service  you  may  render  in  this  business,  and  can  only  pay  for 
your  passage  to  and  from  Europe,  and  the  customary  travelling  ex- 
penses to  Paris,  and  your  personal  expenses  while  there,  with  the  un- 
derstanding, as  agreed  with  you,  that  they  are  not  to  exceed  three  per 
cent,  on  the  expenditures  that  you  may  make  for  tlie  ])urchase  of  the 
different  lighting  apparatus.”*  ^ 

I was  further  directed  to  execute  the  customary  bond  required  from 
all  disbursing  officers,  which,  previous  to  sailing,  I did,  together  with 
Messrs.  Wm.  H.  Aspinwall,  Henry  Grrinnel,  and  Drake  Mills,  as  my 
sureties. 

At  the  time  the  sti^julatiou  as  to  the  maximum  amount  of  expenses 
was  agreed  to,  it  was  distinctly  understood  that  the  probable  period 
of  my  absence  would  not  exceed  eight  or  ten  months. 

This  Avill  be  shown  by  the  statement  of  the  Hon.  W.  L.  Hodge,  late 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  : 

W,\suiNGTON,  April  28,  1856. 

De.\r  Sir  : In  answer  to  your  note  requesting  me  to  state  what  was 
my  opinion  or  impression  whilst  I was  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, at  the  time  you  were  appointed  by  the  department  to  procure  the 
French  lens  at  Paris,  as  to  the  probable  time  it  would  require  for  you 
to  perform  the  assigned  duty,  I reply  that  I do  not  think  I had  any 
precise  opinion  or  impression  on  the  subject ; but  I certainly  did  not 
think  it  would  exceed  twelve  months,  particularly  under  the  then  ex- 
isting views  of  the  department  as  to  the  extent  of  their  order  for  those 
lenses. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 

WM.  L.  HODHE. 

W.  A.  Bartlett,  Esq. 

My  labors  and  success  in  the  discharge  of  this  mission  will  be  fully 
attested  by  the  voluminous  reports  and  correspondence  with  the  de- 
partment. 

Ujioii  my  return  to  the  United  States,  1 presented  my  accounts  and 
vouchers  for  disbursements  and  personal  expenses  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  by  whom  they  were  referred  to  the  Light-house  Board 
for  preliminary  investigation.  There  was  no  difficulty  or  question  of 
any  kind  in  regard  to  the  charges  and  credits  for  disbursements  ; but 
it  was  indicated  as  the  opinion  of  the  Light-house  Board,  that  I ought 
to  limit  my  claim  for  personal  expenses  to  the  amount  of  commissions 


• For  tlio  whole  of  these  instructions  see  Appendi.x  V. 
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upon  actual  disbursements,  and  make  my  charge  in  that  form.  I ac- 
ceeded  to  this  suggestion,  notwithstanding  its  flagrant  injustice,  and 
the  claim  is  so  stated  in  the  account  and  report  of  the  Light-house 
Board. 

It  was  well  understood  that  my  actual  personal  expenses  far  exceeded 
the  amount  at  any  time  claimed.  It  is  distinctly  stated  in  the  account 
and  report  of  the  said  hoard,  as  a claim  for  '■‘partial  reimbursement  ’ ' 
of  my  “ actual  expenses.”  I had  made  no  charge  whatever  for  a va- 
riety of  expenses  necessarily  incidental  to  my  position  and  services, 
as  I was  desirous  of  avoiding  any  question  with  the  accounting  officers. 
This  feeling  induced  me  to  accede  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Light-house 
Board,  or  rather  its  secretary.  I therefore  suffered  my  claims  to  he 
stated  in  the  form  of  the  stipulated  per  centage,  although  I had  already 
presented  it  in  the  shape  of  “ expenses.” 

. The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  however,  subsequently  decided  that 
this  was  not  the  proper  mode  of  stating  the  account,  and  accordingly 
I reverted  to  my  original  claim  for  expenses. 

The  claim  and  the  general  grounds  stated  in  support  of  it,  as  first 
presented,  will  appear  from  a copy  of  my  first  communication. 

National  Hotel,  Washington,  September  28,  1854. 

SlE ; Having  completed  the  service  with  which  I was  charged  by 
the  Treasury  Department,  under  my  appointment  and  instructions  of' 
the  16th  June,  1852,  and  subsequently  as  special  disbursing  agent 
and  superintendent  of  construction  of  lens  lights  at  Paris,  I have  the- 
honor  to  submit  my  accounts  of  disbursements  for  material,  contin- 
gent and  personal  expenses,  for  your  approval  and  settlement. 

In  addition  to  the  eight  California  and  Oregon  coast  lights  for 
which  I contracted,  constructed  and  paid  for  at  Paris,  under  my  in- 
structions from  your  department,  I have  superintended  the  construc- 
tion and  approved  the  bills  of  fifty-five  Fresnel  illuminators,  and 
their  accessories,  for  the  Light-house  Board,  and  of  which  I shall 
have  the  honor  to  speak  in  my  detailed  report. 

In  the  statement  of  my  account,  I have  separated  the  “ continc/ent” 
expenses  of  my  office  at  Paris  from  the  items  properly  chargeable  as 
“personal”  expenses,  and  cannot  but  hope  that  the  Hon.  Secretary  of' 
the  Treasury  will  carefully  examine,  and,  if  proper,  approve  my  ac- 
counts, before  submitting  them  to  the  auditors. 

The  balance  due  to  me  is  stated  on  my  account  current  at  $471  61,. 
but  before  my  account  shall  be  finally  closed  and  the  balance  struck,. 
I shall  desire  to  present  two  other  personal  vouchers  for  small  amounts, 
which  I find  I have  accidentally  omitted  to  bring  from  New  York  ; 
they  will  not,  however,  make  any  material  change  in  the  figures. 

I shall  have  the  honor  in  a few  days  to  present  to  the  department 
a full  report  of  my  proceedings,  under  the  various  instructions  which,. 
I have  received  from  time  to  time. 

All  of  which  is  most  respectfully  submitted. 

I have  the  honor  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

WASHINGTON  A.  BAKTLETT, 
Special  Disbursing  Agent  of  the  U.  S.  Treasury.. 

Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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On  thp  same  dav— tbat  long  dav  spent  in  endeavoring  “to  elicit  the 
o,°n”>nof-  the  LigUt-1-ousc  Board further  letter rvas  addressed 
to  the  Secretary. 

Washington,  September  28,  18o4. 

Rm-  lu  suhmittiug  the  accounts  emhraced  in  my  communication  of 
tl,U  dote  for  vlur  consideration  and  settlement  hy  the  department  I 

^murTonmK  iiredecesnor  stated  would  j-^anowed  tor  expense's 

io  so  aara^ag  an^  ^wUd  «&Uy 

Xdt  t^  SUTtlfe 

at  Pans,  under  the  oideis  ot  1 p .egncl  illuminators  and 

construction  and  shipment  ^ ^ 

ashed  tor.  or  allowed,  in  any  de- 

partment  ol  the  government.  ,.e<,pectfnlly,  your  obedient  servant, 
I have  the  honor  to  he.  BABTBETT, 

Special  Disbursing  Agent. 

lion.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Fmdiug.uponaniuterviewwithtlmS^^^^^^^^^^ 

Iwitoii  tfrrcUuni  wa2  staid,  i aidressed  to  him  this  communication: 
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National  Hotel,  Washington,  December  1, 1855. 

Sir:  I have  the  honor,  in  conformity  with  your  verbal  instructions, 
herewith  to  submit  for  your  inspection,  and,  I humbly  trust,  your  ap- 
proval, the  vouchers  which  exhibit  the  amount  of  my  expenses  while 
executing  the  orders  of  the  department  in  the  construction  of  the  Cali- 
fornia and  Oregon  lights  at  Paris  ; together  with  such  certificates  and 
remarks  thereon  as  will  the  better  enable  the  department  to  estimate 
the  expenses  which  a government  agent  must  pay  from  his  own  re- 
sources, unless  the  department  shall  reimburse  him  for  those  expenses. 

And  1 have  the  honor,  noAv  again,  to  submit  for  the  consideration 
of  the  department,  that  although  I used  every  diligence  (as  the  files 
of  the  department  show)  to  complete  all  the  work  confided  to  my  super- 
intendence, in  the  shortest  possible  time,  yet  the  time  required  proved 
to  he  more  than  double  that  first  contemplated  as  necessary  when  my 
original  instructions  were  penned  by  the  department ; and  in  conse- 
quence my  expenses  were  increased  pro  rata,  and  have  from  that  cause 
alone,  as  per  vouchers,  considerably  exceeded  the  limit  which  was  sup- 
posed would  he  sufficient  to  enable  me  to  attend  to  the  duty,  without 
personal  loss,  hut  which  excess,  in  my  most  conscientious  judgment, 
should  not  he  withheld  from  me.  And  I pray  the  honorable  Secre- 
tary, in  this  connexion,  to  have  in  mind  the  fact,  so  unusual  in  con- 
tracts made  with  the  government  or  its  agents,  that  on  the  comple- 
tion of  the  work,  the  accounts  show  that  I made  a clear  saving  of 
|2,452  on  the  estimates  which  the  department  approved,  both  on  the 
contracts  and  requisitions  for  money  to  pay  them,  a sum  of  itself  equal 
to  more  than  two-thirds  of  my  expenses  for  twenty-six  months  of  for- 
eign agency  ; likewise  to  have  in  view  the  fact  that  I superintended, 
inspected,  and  shipped  to  the  United  States,  for  the  Light-house 
Board,  (which  is  not  less  a part  of  the  Treasury  Department,)  fifty-five 
illuminators  for  the  Atlantic  coast,  (including  Hatteras,  &c.,)  and 
costing  over  800,000  francs,  for  which  no  expenses  of  agency  or  super- 
intendency have  been  incurred  in  any  quarter,  and  certainly  not 
claimed  by  me. 

With  the  highest  consideration  of  respect,  I have  the  honor  to  he 
your  obedient  servant, 

WASHINGTON  A.  BAETLETT, 

Special  Agent. 

Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  ; 

Treasury  Department, 
Register’s  Office,  February  8,  1856. 

The  foregoing  is  a true  copy  of  an  original  letter  now  on  file  in  this 
office. 

E.  BIGGER,  Register. 

The  following  is  the  account  referred  to  in  this  communication  : 
Rep.  237 3 
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This  “abstract,”  with  the  vouchers  as  enumerated,  was  then  re- 
ferred to  the  First  Auditor  by  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with 
the  following  endorsement  upon  it : 

“Eeferred  to  First  Auditor  with  authority  to  allow  three  per  cent, 
on  the  disbursements  for  lights  in  California  and  Oregon,  in  full  satis- 
faction of  the  account. 

“JAMES  GUTHRIE. 

“December  4.” 


The  account  being  then  stated  by  the  “Auditor,”  as  directed  by 
this  endorsement,  I again  (December  22)  addressed  the  Hon.  Secretary 
that  this  left  a large  balance  unprovided  for,  whereupon  he  reviewed 
his  order  of  December  4.  But  it  was  charged  against  me  before  the 
Navy  Board,  as  Lieutenant  Missroon  states,  as  a disreputable  and  dis- 
honest act,  that  I “had  withdrawn  these  charges  and  accounts,  hut 
had  afterwards  reproduced  them.”  If  so,  all  I have  to  answer  is, 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  “particeps  criminis,”  as  will 
again  appear  by  his  order  to  the  commissioner  of  customs,  as  follows: 


Treasury  Department,  January  3,  1855. 

Sir:  I have  read  the  enclosed  communication  from  Mr.  Bartlett, 
upon  the  subject  of  his  claim  for  expenses  to  and  from  Paris,  and 
whilst  there. 

Mr.  Bartlett  being  an  officer  of  the  government,  and  appointed  to 
go  to  Paris,  was  promised,  as  his  letter  of  appointment  shows,  his 
expenses  in  going  and  returning,  and  whilst  there,  not  to  exceed  the 
sum  of  three  per  cent,  on  the  amount  disbursed,  as  expressed  in  the 
letter  of  appointment.  The  account,  being  stated  on  the  principle  of 
allowing  three  per  cent,  on  the  amount  disbursed,  is  not  properly 
stated.  It  should  he  stated  by  allowing  the  expense  in  strict  compli- 
ance with  the  letter  of  appointment,  not  to  exceed  three  per  cent. 
This  will  require  a restatement  of  the  account,  and  when  his  vouchers 
are  not  sufficient,  you  will  apprise  him,  and  allow  him  time  to  make 
them  right. 

I am,  very  respectfully, 


H.  J.  Anderson,  Esq., 

• Commissioner  of  Customs. 


JAMES  GUTHRIE, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


Treasury  Department, 
Register's  Office,  April  21,  1856. 
The  foregoing  is  a true  copy  of  the  original  on  file  in  this  office. 

F.  BIGGER,  Register. 

It  is  proper  distinctly  to  state  the  ground  which  I assumed  in  refer- 
ence to  my  allowance  of  expenses.  This  will  appear,  consistently » 
from  ev6ry  communication  I submitted  to  the  department. 
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I had  confessedly  expended  more  than,  under  the  circumstances, 
could  ask  to  have  reimbursed.  My  expenses  had  far  exceeded  the 
maximum  amount  of  commissions  upon  actual  disbursements.  This 
resulted  from  the  unanticipated  prolongation  of  my  residence  in  Paris, 
growing  out  of  the  tardiness  of  action  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
as  to  certain  orders,  as  exhibited  by  the  correspondence,  the  inevitable 
delay  upon  the  part  of  the  contractors,  and  the  large  increase  of  ap- 
paratus subsequently  determined  upon. 

In  looking  at  the  clause  of  my  instructions  relating  to  my  expenses, 
I saw  that  its  grammatical  construction  referred  the  maximum  per 
centage  to  the  i)ersonal  expenses  as  contra-distinguished  from  the 
specific  payment  of  passage  money  and  cost  of  travel.  I was  advised 
that  this  was  a tair  construction  of  its  legal  import,  and  that  if  an 
agreement  with  the  government  be  subject  to  two  constructions,  the 
courts  have  determined  that  that  construction  should  be  adopted  most 
favorable  to  the  officer.  But  whatever  were  my  legal  rights,  I knew 
that  the  equity  of  my  claim  required  a liberal  interpretation  of  the 
contract.  Its  understood  conditions  had  been  varied  by  the  depart- 
ment. I had  remained  much  longer  abroad,  and  had  rendered  far 
greater  and  more  valuable  services  than  had  originally  been  contem- 
plated. Except  for  the  change  effected  by  the  act  of  Congress  in  the 
establishment  of  the  Light-house  Board,  and  the  mode  in  which  the 
payments  were  made,  I should  have  been  equally  entitled  to  three  per 
cent,  upon  the  expenditures  for  the  fifty-five  additional  illuminators. 
I had  much  more  trouble  as  to  those  than  as  to  the  original  eight.  I 
was  under  far  greater  responsibility,  as  I alone  inspected,  tested,  and 
certified  the  work.  The  apparatus  under  the  first  contracts  was  tested 
by  the  superintending  engineer  of  the  French  administration,  as  well 
as  myself.  But  I never  claimed  anything  for  these  services.  I re- 
ferred to  them  as  ofiering  strong  equitaUe  considerations  for  a fair  re- 
imbursement of  my  actual  expenses,  and  I based  my  claim  upon  this 
equitable  view.  I had,  in  fact,  disbursed  the  sum  of  $9,378  38,  for 
the  “Sand  Key  apparatus,”  afterwards  Hatteras  light,  for  which  I 
have  never  been  allowed  any  per  centage,  although  the  amount  was 
formally  charged  against  me,  under  my  bond,  in  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. 


By  my  account,  heretofore  presented,  it  will  be  seen  that 
I claimed  for  my  personal  disbursements 
Upon  the  auditing  of  this  account,  with  the  vouchers  to 
sustain  the  several  items  of  charge,  there  was  allowed 
the  sum  as  properly  charged  and  vouched 
So  that  the  xohole  amount  disallozced  or  suspended  hy  the  de- 
partment as  unnecessary  expenses  was  hut 
As,  however,  it  was  decided  that  my  maximum  allowance 
could  not  exceed  three  per  cent,  on  the  ‘ ‘ expenditure  ’ ’ 
of  $90,413  90,  I have  been  paid  only  the  sum  of 


$4,011  00 

3,752  18 
258  80 

2,712  42 


It  will  be  perceived  by  the  terms  of  my  letter  of  instructions,  which 
has  been  referred  to  as  the  agreement  by  which  my  compensation  was 
determined,  no  specific  number  of  apparatus  is  mentioned.  It  was, 
however,  understood,  at  that  time,  that  I should  be  called  on  to  su- 
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perintencl  those  only  which  were  necessary  for  the  Pacific  coast,  and 
this,  it  was  presumed,  could  he  accomplished  in  about  twelve  months. 
Having  in  view,  therefore,  the  time  to  he  occupied,  and  the  probable 
amount  of  the  expenditure,  the  amount  of  three  per  cent,  on  that 
amount,  was  regarded  as  a feir  equivalent  for  my  personal  expenses  for 
one  year.  Had  I remained  abroad  but  the  jjeriod  contemplated,  which 
period  was  the  basis  of  the  agreement  for  compensation,  this  amount 
would  have  exceeded  the  expenses,  and  could  not  have  been  claimed. 
But  instead  of  superintending  alone  the  lenses  for  the  Pacific  coast,  I 
was  subsequently  required  to  superintend  the  construction  of  fifty-five 
illuminators  for  the  Atlantic ; and  instead  of  remaining  one  year  in 
Paris,  as  was  contemplated  by  the  agreement,  I was  detained  there 
upwards  of  twenty-six  months.  Now  it  is  evident  that  the  compensa- 
tion was  based,  not  on  skill  in  the  discharge  of  my  functions,  but 
solely  on  the  time  to  he  applied.  The  compensation  was  for  expenses ; 
and  these  were  in  exact  proportion  to  the  time  employed.  If  the  con- 
tract had,  in  express  terms,  stated  that  I was  to  remain  in  Paris  for 
twelve  months,  and  for  the  expenses  of  that  period  I was  to  be  allowed 
the  sum  of  $2,000,  and  subsequently  I had  been  required  to  remain 
twelve  months  longer,  without  any  express  stipulation  as  to  the  com- 
pensation, is  there  any  doubt  that  the  law  would  have  raised  an  im- 
plied contract  on  the  part  of  my  employer,  to  pay  me  a sum  for  the 
additional  period  equal  to  that  for  my  original  employment?  Testing 
my  case  by  this  admitted  principle  of  law,  my  compensation  would 
far  exceed  the  whole  amount  originally  claimed  by  me.  It  is  said, 
however,  that  the  letter  of  instructions  limits  the  allowance  to  a per 
centage  on  the  “expenditures”  made  by  me,  and  as  the  “expendi- 
tures” for  the  fifty-five  illuminators  were  not  made  by  me,  I have  no 
right  to  any  remuneration  for  my  ex.tra  time  and  extra  expenses. 
Admitting  the  technical  force  of  the  word  “expenditures”  to  be  as 
is  contended  for,  the  conclusion  by  no  means  follows:  the  most  that 
could  be  urged  would  be  a deduction  from  my  extra  remuneration  of 
such  sum  as  would  be  equitably  regarded  as  the  equivalent  for  the 
trouble  and  responsibility  in  receiving  and  paying  out  the  money;  but 
the  fact  would  still  stand  boldly  out,  that,  by  orders  of  the  depart- 
ment, I had  incun’ed  greater  expenses  than  had  been  contemplated  by 
the  parties  when  the  agreement  was  entered  into.  This  proposition 
seems  to  me  so  plain,  that  any  thing  but  its  mere  statement  would 
only  seem  to  confuse  it. 

But  admitting  that  my  remuneration  was  limited  to  the  technical 
rule  of  “expenditures,”  it  will  be  remembered  that  I have  heretofore 
shown  that,  in  addition  to  the  “expenditures”  for  the  Pacific  of 
$90,413  90,  I also  expended  for  Hatteras  light  $9,378  38.  By  this 
technical  rule,  therefore,  I am  entitled  to  a further  allowance,  equal 
to  three  per  cent.,  on  this  sum,  ($281  34,)  which  has  not  been  paid 
me. 

On  a full  review  of  all  the  circumstances,  whether  you  regard  the 
mere  legal  or  equitable  interpretation  of  the  letter  of  instructions,  the 
whole  amount  of  my  expenses,  so  far  as  they  are  properly  vouched, 
and  are  within  the  legitimate  expenses  of  such  a mission,  should  be 
paid  to  me.  So  confident  am  I of  the  legality  as  well  as  justness  of 
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this  demand,  that  I shall  seek  an  early  opportunity  to  submit  it  to 
the  judgment  of  the  proper  judicial  tribunal.  Upon  the  subject  of 
these  accounts  you  have  examined  Mr.  Anderson,  the  commissioner  of 
customs,  by  whom  my  account  was  allowed.  There  is  not  one  word 
in  his  testimony  which,  in  the  slightest  degree,  affects  my  integrity. 
If  there  be,  let  it  be  pointed  out.  I now  submit  the  testimony  of  the 
First  Auditor,  by  wliom  this  account  was  examined  and  adjusted. 

Wasiiixgtox,  April  21,  1856. 

Sir:  1 am  in  possession  of  your  letter  of  the  18th  inst.,  requesting 
me  to  furnish  you  copies  of  all  the  reports  made  b}'^  me  in  the  settle- 
ment of  your  accounts  as  the  special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Depart 
ment,  for  the  purchase  of  light-house  apparatus,  &c.,  during  the  years 
1852,  ’53,  ’54  and  ’55. 

The  reports  made  by  me  in  the  settlement  of  your  accounts  are  on 
file  in  the  oflSce  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  which  is  the  appro- 
priate office  to  obtain  copies. 

You  also  ask,  if  1 will  state  whether  there  is  anything  in  the  ac- 
counts rendered  by  you,  or  in  the  correspondence  relating  thereto, 
calculated  to  impugn  your  personal  or  official  honor;  and  whether 
your  accounts  were  not  rendered  in  a full  and  business-like  manner. 

In  the  settlement  of  your  accounts,  there  was  not  anything  that,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  tended  to  impugn  your  personal  or  official  honor. 

Your  accounts  were  rendered  in  a full  and  business-like  manner. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

T.  L.  SMITH.* 

Washington  A.  Bartlett,  Esq. 

The  sum  of  $258  80  which  was  disallowed,  consisted,  ])rincipally,  as 
shown  by  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Anderson,  of  an  item  for  “parlor,  at 
Fenton’s  hotel,  not  deemed  necessary.”  Also  the  item  for  “trans- 
portation of  extra  baggage,  medical  attendance,  and  medicines.”  The 
charge  for  “extra  baggage,”  is,  as  every  transatlantic  traveller  knows, 
necessarily  incident  even  to  a single  “ American  trunk,”  of  ordinary 
size.  The  item  for  “ recovering  lost  baggage,”  also  disallowed,  was 
the  actual  expense  of  recovering  the  trunk,  accidentally  lost,  which 
contained  all  my  vouchers  for  disbursements. 

I have  stated  the  objectionable  items,  that  it  might  be  clearly  seen 
they  were  of  such  a character,  whether  admitted  or  not,  as  to  reflect 
no  discredit  in  incurring  them. 

Had  the  several  witnesses  examined  against  me  contented  them- 
selves with  the  statement  of  such  facts,  if  any,  as  w'ere  within  their 
personal  knowledge,  my  reply  and  defence  would  have  been  strictly 
confined  to  comments  upon  such  tacts,  and  the  introduction  of  such 
testimony  as  was  merely  defensive.  But  it  cannot  escape  the  most 
superficial  investigation  that  the  spirit  which  characterises  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  committee,  with  the  single  exception  of  Mr.  Ander- 
son, the  commissioner  of  customs,  is  anything  but  that  which  should 
accompany  an  investigation  of  a judicial,  or  quasi-judicial  nature. 


* For  final  statement  of  First  Auditor  sec  Appendix  VII. 
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This  is,  perhaps,  natural  and  inevitable.  The  witnesses  are  all 
directly  interested  in  the  questions  at  issue,  and  the  collateral  matters 
dependent  upon  their  decision.  They  were  parties,  active  and  irritated, 
in  regard  to  the  transactions  in  reference  to  which  they  express  their 
opinions.  It,  therefore,  becomes  material  to  me  to  show  that  the 
spirit  which  1 deprecate,  has,  in  fact,  colored  their  opinions  and  in- 
ferences. This  will  be  evident  from  the  manner  in  which  they  express 
themselves ; and  this  peculiarity  has  been  already,  in  part,  exhibited. 
It  will  be  found  that  inconclusive  matters,  and  the  most  trifling  cir- 
cumstances have  been  colored  with  the  darkest  tints,  for  the  obvious 
purpose  of  making  that  appear  criminal  or  discreditable  which,  un- 
varnished, would  appear  altogether  consistent  Avith  strict  propriety. 

As  illustrative  of  this  disposition,  Purser  Watmough  unhesitatingly 
declares  his  ^^impressions”  as  to  mj  intentions — undertakes  to  express, 
not  merely  his  own  belief,  but  the  opinion  of  the  mess”* — is  entirely 
oblivious  as  to  all  facts  in  my  favor — says , with  a marvelous  latitude 
of  expression,  that,  “don’t  think  he  (I)  had  any  standing  as  an  offi- 
cer;” “don’t  think  he  (I)  had  a friend.”  Fortunately  for  me  and 
my  cause,  I have  friends,  warm,  active,  and  unflinching,  among  the 
most  distinguished  men  of  the  coiintry,  in  and  out  of  the  service. 

Mr.  Pendleton  G.  Watmough  echoes  this  sentiment;  complacently 
declares  that  I had  no  standing  either  with  officers  or  men  of  the 
service,  and  that  he  considered  it  an  “act  of  kindness”  to  shake  hands  ■ 
with  me,  but  “ was  afraid  that  I would  take  advantage  of  it.”  As  to 
Lieut.  Jenkins,  a complete  transformation  appears  to  have  been 
effected  in  his  opinions.  I have  from  this  individual  numerous  com- 
munications, both  official  and  pri\"ate,  up  to  the  time  of  the  settle- 
ment of  my  accounts,  bearing  the  strongest  internal  evidence  of  con- 
fidence and  appreciation.  But  since  I ha\’'e  been  branded  with  an 
official  stigma,  this  personage  follows  in  the  lead  of  his  superiors.  He 
tells  you  that  I spent  a long  day,  from  “early  in  the  morning”  until 
“ nearly  nine  o’clock  at  night,”  in  the  not  wholly  fruitless  diplomacy 
of  endeavoring  to  elicit  an  opinion — which  he  condescended  to  convey 
“in  as  delicate  a manner  as  possible” — but  what  it  Avas  he  does  not 
declare. 

It  may  be  proper  to  remark,  although  of  little  importance  except  as 
a test  of  the  accuracy  of  Mr.  Jenkins’  statement,  that  he  places  the 
long  day  spent,  as  he  alleges,  in  eliciting  his  opinion,  sometime  in  the 
month  of  November.  He  says  it  was  shortly  after  my  reply  to  his 
letter  bearing  date,  November  7,  ’54.  He  further  declares,  that  after 
his  “delicate”  information  of  what  he  '■‘•conceived  to  be  the  general 
opinion  of  the  members  of  the  Light-house  Board,”  “Bartlett  then 
addressed  a letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  filed  it  in  lieu 
of  his  accoAints  and  vouchers  ivliich  he  withdrew.” 

My  vouchers  were  never  ‘‘loithdrawn;”  they  were  continuously  in 
the  treasury,  or  before  the  Light-house  Board,  unless  they  were 
“ withdrawn”  when  tampered  Avith  by  Mr.  Thornton  A.  Jenkins — as 
is  visibly  exhibited  by  marks  and  annotations  in  his  handwriting, 
curiously  illustrating  his  purpose  and  spirit. 

* As  to  the  opinion  of  another,  in  addition  to  Captain  Watson,  see  letter  of  Lieut.  J.  W 
Revere,  in  Appendi.x  VI,  (received  while  in  press.) 
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The  date  of  the  lonxj  day  is  distinctly  fixed  by  what  Jenkins  declares 
to  have  been  its  result,  namely,  the  letter  changing  the  character  of 
the  claim  from  expenses  to  per  centage.  That  letter  bears  date  Septem- 
ber 28. 

But  the  most  marked  expression  of  malignity  in  this  witness,  is  that 
in  which  he  evidently  attempts  to  attach  discredit  and  culpability  to 
an  act  which  is  fortunately  shown  by  another  witness  in  its  true  light. 
He  states  that  he  ])ointed  out  as  exceptionable  the  bill  at  Fenton’s 
hotel,  London,  for  $45,  and  adds,  “which  now  appears  to  have  been 
altered  to  $34  35.”* 

Both  the  language  and  the  mode  in  which  this  remark  is  brought 
in  indicate  very  distinctly  its  temper.  Mr.  Anderson  subsequently 
explained  the  fact,  and  thus  prematurely  exploded  the  insinuation. 
“ The  charge  of  Lieutenant  Bartlett  at  Fenton’s  hotel,  London,  was 
reduced  by  my  direction,  there  being  a charge  for  parlor,  not  deemed 
necessary,  and  the  alteration  in  the  voucher  was  ]irobably  made  in 
consequence  of  that  decision,  as  I think  it  was  made  known  to  him  on 
the  first  presentation  of  his  accounts.” 

As  to  the  proportional  charge  for  parlor,  which  was  'disallowed,  I 
have  but  to  remark  that  the  policy  of  the  accounting  department  of 
the  government,  Avhich  seems  to  require  that  its  agents  should  receive 
those  with  whom  their  duty  requires  them  to  communicate — sometimes 
high  oflicial  persons — in  their  bedchamber,  or  the  coftee-room  of  an 
English  hotel,  is,  at  least,  of  questionable  propriety. 

Lieutenant  Missroon,  instead  of  confining  himself  to  a statement  of 
the  particular  items  of  my  accounts  Avhich  were  considered  by  the 
Naval  Board  as  objectionable,  and  a reference  to  these,  and  other 
written  matters,  which,  legally,  must  speak  for  themselves,  not  only 
undertakes  to  characterize  my  charges  and  vouchers  in  a manner  which 
is  directly  contradicted  by  the  papers  themselves,  but  also  grossly  mis- 
interprets my  instructions,  mistakes  the  scope  of  my  authority,  and 
attributes  to  me  acts  and  declarations  which  the  very  documents  he 
refers  to  directly  disprove.  Had  he  exhibited  ignorance  in  regard  to 
these  matters,  his  errors  might,  in  a charitable  view,  have  been  re- 
garded as  involuntary  ; but  his  testimony  shows  that  he  had  diligently 
examined  the  voluminous  matters  on  file  in  the  treasury,  and  I have 
no  choice  but  to  point  out  and  designate  what  certainly  appear  to  be 
wilful  perversions,  or  equally  culpable  inattention  to  matters  of  un- 
questionable fact. 

I have  already  had  occasion  to  indicate  some  discrepancies  and  con- 
tradictions which  appear  by  comparison  of  the  testimony  of  the  wit- 
nesses. Those  which  appear  from  a contrast  with  documentary  evi- 
dence are  still  more  glaring.  The  record  of  the  committee  shows  this 
witness  to  have  said:  “He  (Bartlett)  claimed  expenses  for  constructing 
&iXTY-'iu^mlight-liomeilhiminators,'b\\t  he  was  ordered  to  attend  to  no 
other  duty  than  to  enter  into  contracts  for  eight  illuminating  appara- 


’ I have  fortunately  preserved  this  bill  or  sub-voucher.  It  e.xbibits  distinctly,  by  its  items 
and  amount,  how  carefully  and  scrupulously  I descriminated  between  my  own  personal  ex- 
penses, and  the  much  larger  outlay  for  my  family.  Appendix  Vlll. 
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tus.”  I have  already  referred  at  length  to  my  instructions,*  which 
show  this  to  he  untrue.  My  official  letters  already  exhibited  declare : “I 
have  during  the  twenty-seven  months  of  my  residence  at  Paris,  under 
the  orders  of  the  department,  also  superintended  the  construction  and 
shipment  of  fifty-five  other  French  illuminators,  and  their  accessories 
for  the  Light?-house  Board,  for  which  services  no  expenses  whatever 
have  been  charged,  asked  for,  or  allo%ued  in  any  department  of  the  gov- 
ernment.” Again:  I requested  the  Secretary  “to  have  in  view  the 
fact  that  I superintended,  inspected  and  shipped  to  the  United  States 
for  the  Light-house  Board  (which  is  not  less  a part  of  the  Treasury 
Department)  fifty-five  illuminators  for  the  Atlantic  coast,  (including 
Hatteras,  &c.,)  and  costing  over  800,000  francs,  for  which  no  expenses 
of  agency  or  superintendency  have  been  incurred  in  any  quarter,  and 
CERTAINLY  NOT  CLAIMED  BY  ME.” 

Lieutenant  Missroon  further  declares  : “ These  accounts  were  found 
to  contain  exorbitant  charges,  and  impressed  the  hoard  unfavorably  of 
his  honesty.”  The  specifications  under  this  charge  are  the  expenses 
“ for  constructing  sixty-three  light-house  illuminators;”  for  “visit- 
ing English  lights  ;”  for  “parlor  in  London  ;”  “ office  of  agency  in 
Paris;”  “doorkeeper  and  messenger  for  two  years;”  “druggist’s 
hill,”  &c.  I challenge  the  designation  of  a single  item  which  is 
liable  to  the  application  of  this  favorite  term  of  reprobation — ex- 
orbitant. 

Again,  when  Lieutenant  Missroon  is  asked  to  state  the  grounds  on 
which  the  Naval  Board  decided  my  case,  he  states,  among  others,  that 
it  “ appeared  by  official  papers  on  file”  that  “ certain  matters  of  noto- 
riety in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Bartlett  on  hoard  the  Ports- 
mouth, especially,  were  founded  in  fact.”  The  importance  of  this 
allegation  will  readily  he  perceived.  Of  course  the  Navy  Department 
was  referred  to  ; and  no  doubt  it  would  at  least  partially  justify  the 
hoard  if  they  acted  upon  information  which  was  of  a sufficiently  serious 
nature  to  be  filed  with  that  department.  Now,  as  to  the  truth  of  this 
allegation.  As  soon  as  I was  informed  of  the  statement,  never  having 
had  cause  to  believe  that,  during  the  whole  course  of  my  long  service, 
any  charges  or  complaints  had  ever  been  lodged  with  the  department, 
I addressed  this  emphatic  note  of  inquiry  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy : 

Washington,  April  1,  1856. 

Sir:  It  has  been  charged  before  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate 
that  the  Naval  Board,  in  my  case,  acted  in  part  upon  “official  papers 
on  file.”  Will  you  he  good  enough,  without  delay,  to  furnish  me 
with  any  charges,  of  whatever  nature,  that  may  he  found  in  your  de- 
partment against  me. 

WAS’N  A.  BAKTLETT. 

Hon.  J.  C.  Dobbin,  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


*In  the  Appendix  IX,  X,  XI,  XII,  XIII,  XIV,  will  be  found  official  communications 
showing  the  extent  and  variety  (in  part)  of  my  duties  and  the  appreciation  of  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  discharged. 
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To  which  tliis  answer  was  received : 

Navy  Department,  April  7,  1856. 

Sin:  Your  communication  of  the  1st  instant  has  been  received.  You 
say  that  it  lias  been  charged  before  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate 
that  tlie  Naval  Board,  in  your  case,  acted  in  part  upon  official  papers 
on  lile;  and  you  ask  to  be  furnished  with  any  charges,  of  whatever 
nature,  that  may  be  found  in  the  department  against  you. 

I am  not  aware  of  any  charges  to  which  reference  was  made,  unless 
it  be  those  w'hich  originated  on  board  the  Portsmouth  in  the  Pacific. 
At  the  request  of  the  Naval  Committee,  that  entire  correspondence  was 
procured  from  the  then  commander  of  the  Portsmouth  and  submitted 
to  them. 

The  search  (which  there  has  been  time  to  make)  of  the  records, 
since  receiving  your  communication,  has  not  developed  any  other 
charges  against  you  on  the  files  of  this  department. 

I am,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  C.  DOBBIN. 

Washington  A.  Bartlett,  Esq., 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  answer  is  not  so  emphatic  as  the  enquiry,  nor  so  pointed,  as 
(with  due  respect  to  the  head  of  the  department)  I think  I was  entitled 
to  ; but  it  is  sufficient  for  my  purpose,  for  it  distinctly  proves  the 
allegation  that  the  board  acted  on  ‘-'official  papers  on  file,”  to  be 
untrue. 

But  Lieutenants  Jenkins  and  Missroon — whose  complicity  I shall 
presently  prove  by  themselves — with  that  malevolence  which  jaun- 
diced all  their  views,  have  attempted  to  insinuate  that  my  objection- 
able charges  comprised  family  expenditures.  Jenkins  thought  they 
“ evidently  included  family  expenses.”  Missroon  declares  that  “he” 
(Bartlett)  “ had  admitted,  on  the  examination  of  his  accounts,  virtually, 
that  the  items  charged  embraced  the  expenses  of  his  wife  and  children 
also.” 

Now  1 desire  to  be  understood  as  contradicting  both  the  assertion  of 
the  one  and  the  opinion  of  the  other,  in  the  plainest  terms  which 
good  Saxon  English  can  supply. 

It  will  be  seen  that  Lieutenant  Missroon  states,  in  his  testimony, 
that  “ It  was  known  to  several  members  of  the  board  (naval)  who 
were  attached  to  the  light-house  service,”  that,  among  other  things, 
1 made  the  virtual  admission  above  denied;  and  that  “by  advice  I 
had  withdrawn  the  charges,”  &c.  How  was  it  known  to  these 
members  ? Messrs.  Shubrick  and  Dupont  are  the  only  gentlemen 
who  were  alike  members  of  both  boards.  With  neither  of  them  did 
I ever  hold  communication  upon  the  subject  of  my  accounts,  unless 
mere  casual  conversations.  I was  never  before  the  Light-house  Board 
personally  , nor  was  I ever  present  at  any  examination  of  my  accounts, 
except  with  the  secretary,  Jenkins.  The  opinion  expressed  by  him, 
coincident  with  Missroon’s  allegation  of  what  was  “ known  to  several 
members,”  the  connexion  of  it  with  the  “ advice”  under  which  I had 
“ withdrawn  the  charges,”  together  loith  the  7narks  I have  but  recently 
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discovered  upon  certain  of  the  original  vouchers,  show  distinctly  and 
unmistakably  that  Mr,  Jenkins  was  the  individual  who  brought  the 
matter  before  the  Navy  Board.  He  was  the  informer  ; and  the  posi- 
tion he  assumed  may  he  aptly  illustrated  by  a quotation  from  a distin- 
guished writer  upon  penal  law.  “Private  informers,”  says  Eden, 

‘ ‘ are  the  proper  instruments  only  of  despotic  governments  ; every 
idea  of  liberty  and  security  is  lost  when  the  ends  of  justice  are  suffered 
to  he  sought  by  such  means.”  And  this  information  was  given  in  the 
secret  sessions  of  the  Light-house  Board,  at  which  I was  not  permitted 
to  he  present. 

While  in  Paris,  I lived  in  the  most  economical  manner  consistent 
with  my  duties  and  my  position.  My  accommodations  comprised  a 
drawing  room,  a chamber  with  an  alcove,  (in  which  my  children 
slept,)  a dining  room,  (which  was  also  my  office,)  and  a kitcljen. 
This  is  no  more  than  I should  have  required  if  I had  been  without 
my  family.  It  seems  to  be  considered  that  I should  have  restricted 
myself  to  one  room.  I submit  that  I was  fairly  entitled  to  a little 
more  “ elbow  room.”  I was  furnished  by  the  Light-house  Board  and 
other  departments  with  letters  to  distinguished  savans — was  I to 
receive  them,  in  pauper  fashion,  in  my  chamber  ? Was  I to  keep  my 
office  “in  my  hat,”  and  upon  it  draw  up  my  reports,  and  execute 
those  drawings  and  plans  which  the  Light-house  Board  received  with 
such  marked  approbation  ? But  the  Navy  Board,  as  it  appears  from 
Lieutenant  Missroon’s  testimony,  not  only  consider  the  charges  for 
office  rent  and  servants’  wages  as  unauthorized  and  improper,  but 
also  as  dishonest.  In  their  eagerness  to  convict  me,  they  have  entirely 
overlooked  the  fact,  that  the  First  Auditor  and  Commissioner  of  the 
Customs  have  both  approved  of  these  very  charges. 

This  carping  about  small  matters  will,  I feel  confident,  serve  but 
to  show  that  there  is  no  serious  charge  upon  which  these  gentlemen 
hope  to  convict  me. 

Of  the  same  character,  but  liable  to  severer  strictures,  is  the 
allegation — obviously  originating  with  Jenkins,  and  repeated  by 
Missroon — that  I had  charged  the  expenses  of  a “trip  to  Spurn 
light ; ’ ’ which  visit  Lieutenant  Missroon  says  was  unauthorized,  and 
declares  that  the  claim  was  one  of  the  grounds  of  my  condemnation  by 
the  Navy  Board.  The  “careful  examination”  had  by  all  of  them,  as 
to  this  matter,  will  appear  from  the  simple  fact,  that  I never  made 
any  trip  to  Spurn  light,  and  never  made  any  such  demand. 

I was  especially  charged  with  procuring  all  useful  and  available 
information  in  regard  to  the  contemplated  renovation  of  the  light- 
house establishment.  My  instructions  directed  me  “particularly  to 
ascertain  and  report  on  the  subject  of  any  recent  improvements  in  the 
manufacture  of  lenses.”  On  my  arrival  in  London,  I found  that  the 
famous  “Spurn  light”  had  been  just  set  up  at  the  contractors, 
Messrs.  Wilkins  & Co.,  in  that  city,  for  the  purpose  of  being  tested. 
I therefore  remained  in  London  to  examine  that  apparatus,  which  was 
said  to  combine  all  the  recent  improvements ; and  I ascertained,  from 
the  Trinity  brethren,  a matter  very  important  to  be  known  to  the 
government,  namely,  that  the  English  administration  was  dependent 
upon  French  workmanship  for  the  lenses. 
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These  facts  distinctly  appear  upon  my  first  report  to  the  Treasury 
Department,  dated  August  5,  1852,  and  my  accounts  and  vouchers 
show  that  the  expense  charged  was  for  detention  in  London,  not  for 
an  unauthorized  "‘trip  to  Spurn  light." 

Again  : Lieutenant  Jenkins  seems  to  insinuate,  and  Lieutenant 
Missroon  distinctly  declares,  that  “he  was  ordered  to  no  other  duty 
than  to  enter  into  contracts  for  eight  illuminating  apparatus,”  &c. 

1 have,  heretofore,  fully  exhibited  the  extent  of  my  powers  and  duties, 
as  expressed  in  the  original  letter  of  instructions  from  the  Treasury 
Department.  In  order  to  leave  no  room  for  doubt  or  quibble,  and, 
further,  to  test  both  the  spirit  and  the  accuracy  of  these  witnesses,  I 
extract  from  a communication  from  the  Light-house  Board,  by  the 
secretary,  Mr.  Jenkins,  the  following  explicit  evidence  upon  this 
sul^ct.  The  date  is  March  14,  1853  : 

“Messrs.  Saulter  A Co.  have  been  informed,  as  well  as  Mr.  Lepaute, 
that  you  will  have  the  direction,  examination,  and  test  of  all  these 
articles  so  long  as  you  remain  in  Paris,  after  which  steps  Avill  be  taken 
to  obtain  a proper  person  to  attend  to  setting  up  and  examining  such 
as  may  be  ordered.  If  these  orders  can  be  filled  at  an  early  day, 
another  will  folloAv  immediately.” 

I also  give,  in  the  Appendix,  other  communications  from  the  Light- 
house Board,  already  referred  to,  for  the  j^urpose  of  exhibiting  the 
extent  and  variety  of  my  duties. 

I could  multiply  testimony  upon  this  subject,  almost  without  limit. 
Had  I received  no  previous  orders,  the  subsequent  reception  by  the 
Light-house  Board,  and  the  Treasury  Department,  of  the  work  and 
materials  for  the  fifty-five  additional  illuminators,  would  have  been 
an  ample  recognition  of  my  authority,  as  well  as  all  its  implied  inci- 
dents. 

Lieutenant  Missroon  concludes  his  testimony  with  the  declaration 
that  “it  is  not  considered  honorable  in  the  navy  for  an  officer  to  pre- 
sent accounts  which  he  cannot  adhere  to.” 

The  significance  of  this  is  not  very  apparent.  It  would  certainly 
be  dishonorable  to  present  a claim  which  the  party  did  not  himself 
consider  just,  and  which  he  would  not  be  willing,  under  all  circum- 
stances, so  to  maintain.  But  if  an  officer  presents  a claim  which,  by 
the  practice  or  regulation  of  a department,  or  the  provisions  of  a law, 
is  determined  to  be  inadmissible,  the  fact  that  he  “cannot  adhere” 
to  the  obtaining  of  his  allowance,  is  surely  no  evidence  of  its  diiv 
honesty.  In  good  faith,  and  with  the  most  perfect  conviction  of  the 
right,  I do  now  “adhere”  to  the  amount  of  my  claim  as  presented; 
whether  I shall  be  successful  in  maintaining  my  right  is  wholly 
immaterial. 

If  Lieutenant  Missroon  intends  to  say  that  the  disallowance  of  one 
or  more  items  in  an  officer’s  account  is  discreditable  to  him,  or  aflects 
him  with  the  imputation  of  dishonesty,  he  proclaims  a doctrine  which, 
if  authoritative,  Avould  certainly  astonish  the  country.  The  honor 
and  honesty  which  are  acknowledged  in  the  naval  service,  are  pre- 
sumed to  be  the  same  as  are  applicable  to  other  branches  of  public 
employment.  If,  therefore,  this  sublimated  notion  of  the  Lieutenant 
is  true,  as  to  the  navy,  it  holds  good  universally ; and  if  so,  not  only 
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would  the  lantern  of  Diogenes  be  insufficient  to  discover  an  honest 
man,  but  all  the  Fresnel  lenses  ever  constructed  would  fail,  in  illumi- 
nating power,  for  that  purpose. 

Having  reviewed,  I trust,  satisfactorily,  the  evidence  produced 
against  me,  so  far  as  it  was  legitimately  connected  with  the  facts'- 
charged,  I cannot  take  any  further  notice  of  the  mere  opinions  of  the 
witnesses  as  to  my  professional  or  personal  character,  than  to  say, 
that,  as  long  as  they  confine  themselves  to  their  own  impressions  or- 
belief,  I have  nothing  to  object.  I have  no  right  to  deny  that  they 
entertain  them.  But  when  they  undertake  to  make  an  impression 
that  these  opinions  are  generally  or  universally  entertained  by  naval’ 
officers,  my  reply  is  that  they  deliberately  falsify  the  truth.  Placed, 
now,  on  a trial  of  opinion,  to  what  quarter  should  an  officer  turn  for 
support?  The  answer  is  in  every  breast,  to  those  officers  under  whom 
you  have  served,  and  who  possessed  the  best  means  of  obtaining  a 
knowledge  of  your  character.  To  this  high  source  of  information  I 
have  confidently  appealed,  and  the  appeal  has  not  been  in  vain.  If 
anything  can  console  me  for  the  unjust  condemnation  which  has 
stricken  me,  in  the  prime  of  life,  from  the  service  of  my  country,  it 
is  the  evidence  of  fraternal  good  will  which  has  poured  in  upon  me 
from  so  many  of  my  brother  officers.  In  the  brief  time  allowed  tO' 
me,  I have  obtained  the  following  testimonials: 

Testimonial  of  Commodore  E.  A.  F.  Lavallette  on  the  services  of  Lieu- 
tenant Bartlett  in  the  Pacific  Squadron. 

Philadelphia,  January  23,  1856. 

Dear  Sir  : I received  your  letter  of  the  22d  instant,  in  which  you 
state,  that  “while  absent  from  the  country,  serving  as  first  lieutenant 
of  the  flag-ship  of  the  African  squadron,  it  has  pleased  the  late  ‘Navy 
Board  ’ to  present  my  name  to  the  President  to  be  stricken  from  the- 
rolls  as  lieutenant  in  the  navy. 

“I  had  the  honor  to  serve  under  your  command  a sa  midshipman, 
and  agaiji  as  a lieutenant,  commanding  the  armed  prize  brig  Argo  in 
the  Gulf  of  California,  and  in  the  attack  on  Guaymas,  and  its  occu- 
pation. On  that  occasion  you  did  me  the  honor  to  assign  me  the- 
most  advanced  post,  on  the  night  previous  to  the  attack,  out  of  sup- 
porting distance  of  the  guns  of  the  squadron,  and  out  of  sight,  being- 
covered  by  the  island  which  separated  me  from  the  squadron. 

“How  did  I bear  myself  on  that  occasion?  Did  I meet  your  ex- 
pectations or  not  ? 

“From  your  knowledge  of  me,  my  abilities  and  acquirements,  was,, 
or  was  I not,  an  efficient  officer  of  the  Pacific  squadron  during  the- 
Mexican  war?” 

In  answer,  I have  to  state,  that  your  foregoing  statements  of  our 
operations  in  the  Gulf  of  California  are  correct  in  every  particular. 
Your  conduct  on  that  occasion  not  only  met  my  approbation,  by  the 
activity,  energy,  and  skill,  which  you  displayed  in  getting  your  gun. 
landed,  merited — and  the  effect  which  it  produced,  by  your  manage- 
ment, upon  the  works  of  the  enemy  entitled  you  to — the  highest 
praise. 
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Your  abilities  and  acquirements  I considered  quite  equal  to  any  of 
your  grade,  and  very  superior  to  very  many  of  them.  I certainly 
viewed  you  as  an  efficient  officer  of  the  Pacific  squadron. 

I am,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  A.  F.  LAVALLETTE. 

Wash’n  a.  Bartlett,  Esq., 

Late  lieutenant  United  States  navy,  Washington  city,  D.  C. 


Letter  from  Commander  F.  B.  Ellison,  U.  S.  navy. 


Hempstead,  Long  Island,  January  17,  1856. 

Dear  Sir:  In  reply  to  your  request,  that  I would  state  my  opinion 
of  your  efficiency  as  an  officer,  and  your  deportment  as  a gentleman, 
during  our  recent  association  on  board  tbe  “ Jamestown,”  where  you 
served  under  my  command,  I with  great  pleasure  say  that  in  every 
particular,  as  a zealous  and  capable  officer,  and  a well-informed,  in- 
telligent gentleman,  I regarded  you  as  most  exemplary.  Commodore 
Crabbe  frequently  expressed  himself  to  me  in  very  warm  terms  of  you 
as  a highly  accomplished  officer,  and  like  expressions  were  made  from 
all  your  messmates  in  the  ward-room,  showing  a uniformity  of  opin- 
ion throughout  the  ship. 

Sincerely  trusting  that  the  error  which  seems  to  have  been  made  in 
jour  case  may  speedily  be  rectified,  and  that  you  may  be  honorably 
restored  to  your  former  position  in  the  navy, 

I am,  very  truly,  your  obedient  servant  and  friend, 

ERAS.  B.  ELLISON, 
Commander  U.  S.  Navy. 


W.  A.  Bartlett,  Esq., 

Washington,  D.  C. 


Testimonial  of  Commodore  Crabbe,  U.  S.  navy. 

U.  S.  Ship  Jamestomtsi, 

Porto  Grande,  October  23,  1855. 

Sir  : I have  received  your  letter  of  this  day’s  date,  containing  a 
copy  of  a letter  from  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  Mrs. 
Bartlett,  in  relation  to  your  retirement  from  the  navy  of  the  United 
States. 

Although  I have  not  received  anything  official  from  the  department 
apon  the  subject,  yet  the  honorable  Secretary’s  letter  to  Mrs.  Bartlett, 
and  the  reason  set  forth  by  yourself,  will  no  doubt  justify  me  in  re- 
lieving you  from  further  duty  on  board  this  ship.  In  doing  so,  how- 
ever, I cannot  avoid  saying  that  I deeply  regret  the  loss  of  your  services. 
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Your  gentlemanly  and  officer-like  bearing  whilst  under  my  command 
has  uniformly  met  my  warmest  approbation. 

1 am,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

THOMAS  CRABBE, 

Commander-in-chief  of  U.  S.  Naval  Forces,  Coast  of  Africa. 

Lieut.  W.  A.  Bartlett, 

U.  S.  Ship  “ Jamestoion.” 


Testimonial  of  Lieut.  Commanding  James  M.  Armstrong. 

U.  S.  Flag-ship  “Jamestown,” 

Porto  Grande,  St.  Vincent,  October  23,  1855. 

Dear  Sir:  In  forwarding  you  the  enclosed  letter  from  Commodore 
Crabbe,  relieving  you  from  further  duty  in  this  ship,  I beg  leave  to 
assure  you  of  my  deepest  regret  for  the  cause  that  has  j^roduced  it, 
and  for  the  interruption  of  an  intercourse  and  association  always  con- 
fidential, harmonious,  and  friendly. 

I shall  ever  esteem  you  in  your  character  as  an  officer  and  gentle- 
man, and  in  parting  from  you  tender  you  my  sincerest  wishes  for  your 
restoration  to  the  service,  and  for  your  future  welfare. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

■ JAS.  FRANCIS  ARMSTRONG, 

Lieutenant  Commanding. 

Lieut.  Wash’n  A.  Bartlett, 

U.  S.  S.  Jamestoivn. 

In  the  appendix  will  be  found  the  warm  testimonial  of  the  commis- 
sioned, junior,  warrant,  and  petty  officers  and  crew,  of  the  James- 
town.* They  speak  but  one  sentiment. 

There  still  remains  one  commander  whose  testimony  is  worth  more 
to  me  than  all  others  beside,  for  he  was  my  superior  during  most  of 
the  time  which  covers  the  transactions  alleged  against  me.  In  con- 
trast to  the  opinion  of  Lieutenant  Missroon  and  his  cabal  on  board 
the  Portsmouth,  I oppose  the  evidence  of  the  commander  of  that  ves- 
sel, and  fear  not,  from  the  comparison,  in  the  judgment  of  those  who 
can  rightly  appreciate  character. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  February  13,  1856. 

My  Dear  Sir  : Your  letter  of  the  6th  instant  was  handed  me,  and 
should  have  been  sooner  answered,  but  for  pressing  engagements, 
which  have  occupied  my  time  since  its  receipt.  You  state:  “It  has 
become  necessary  that  I should  exhibit  to  the  government,  to  Con- 
gress, and  to  the  people,  such  concise  testimony  as  I can  obtain  as  to 
my  efficiency  and  qualifications  as  an  officer  of  the  navy — from  which 
I have  been  most  unjustly  dismissed — and,  therefore,  I appeal  to  you 
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to  state,  in  wliatevcr  manner  and  form  yon  may  please,  whether  I 
was  or  was  not  an  efficient  and  capable  officer  in  all  particulars  and 
at  all  times,  as  an  upright,  capable,  and  zealous  officer  of  your  ship 
and  of  the  navy ; and  whether,  by  act  or  deed,  which  may  have  come 
to  your  knowledge,  I ever  attempted,  in  any  manner,  to  avoid  respon- 
sibility, or  aught  which  friend  or  foe  could  allege  against  me  ; or 
whether  any  circumstances  of  duty,  or  otherwise,  ever  impaired  my 
usefulness  or  your  confidence  in  my  integrity  and  ability,  &c.” 

I have  quoted  largely  from  your  letter,  in  order  to  a more  succinct 
and  direct  reply  to  the  several  inquiries  contained  in  it. 

In  reply,  therefore,  I take  pleasure  in  stating  that  during  your  long 
service — from  November,  1844,  to  May,  1848 — in  the  United  States 
ship  Portsmouth,  under  my  command,  with  the  usual  opportunities 
enjoyed  by  naval  commanders  of  forming  a just  estimate  of  the  merits 
and  qualifications  of  those  serving  under  them,  I have  no  hesitation 
whatever  in  bearing  my  testimony  to  your  high  mental  and  physical 
([ualifications  and  efficiency  as  an  officer  of  the  navy,  and  an  accom- 
plished sea  officer. 

At  all  times  and  in  all  circumstances  I found  you  ready  and  willing 
for  the  various  duties  assigned  you,  on  shore  and  on  ship-board,  and 
ever  prompt,  zealous,  and  capable  in  the  performance  of  them.  I 
always  regarded  you,  sir,  as  a most  useful  officer,  not  only  in  the 
proper  line  of  professional  employment,  but  as  interpreter  and  trans- 
lator of  important  official  correspondence  during  the  revolutionary 
movements  in  California  and  the  war  with  Mexico  which  followed ; 
your  services  were  of  signal  importance  to  your  commander,  and  (as 
regarded  by  him)  to  the  public  interests  at  the  time. 

When,  in  the  course  of  events,  after  the  occupancy  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, it  became  ne’cessaiy  to  establish  the  magistracy  of  that  place, 
the  duties  of  alcalde  were  assigned  to  you,  and  discharged  with  a 
faithfulness  and  ability  which  claimed  for  you  the  commendation  of 
your  immediate  commander,  as  well  as  that  of  the  commander-in- 
chief ; and  the  people  of  the  district,  when  required  to  elect  their  civil 
officers,  manifested  their  high  appreciation  of  your  character  and 
services  in  the  magistracy,  in  according  to  you  an  overwhelming  vote 
(over  several  candidates)  for  your  continuance  in  office. 

During  your  service  under  my  command,  you  certainly  did  possess 
my  confidence  as  an  upright,  intelligent,  and  most  capable  officer  of 
the  ship  and  of  the  navy. 

Allegations  were  brought  to  my  notice  by  officers  of  the  Portsmouth, 
at  San  Francisco,  in  1846, which  you  promptly  met,  by  a demand  for 
immediate  investigation  by  court-martial  or  court  of  inquiry,  which 
the  exigency  of  the  public  service  precluded  at  the  time.  I should 
have  deemed  it  exceedingly  unjust  to  you,  sir,  as  well  as  to  my  own 
feelings,  to  have  suffered  any  permanent  impression  to  your  prejudice, 
on  my  mind,  until  sufficient  evidence  had  been  adduced  before  a com- 
petent tribunal — until  shown  to  be  true. 

I know  of  nothing  that  occurred  during  the  cruise  of  the  Portsmouth, 
or  since,  to  the  present  time,  that  ought  in  anywise  to  diminish  my 
friendly  regard,  or  impair  my  confidence  in  your  integrity,  high 
capabilities  and  usefulness,  as  a naval  officer. 
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I trust,  my  dear  sir.  that  you  may  speedily  satisfy  the  government, 
Congress  and  the  people,  of  your  innocence  of  any  and  all  allegations 
of  a prejudicial  character,  which  may  have  operated  in  any  degree 
in  procuring  your  recent  dismissal  from  the  navy,  and,  by  a speedy 
restoration,  have  it  again  in  your  power  to  render  valuable  service  to 
your  country,  for  which  I regard  you  eminently  qualified. 

Very  truly,  I am  your  friend  and  obedient  servant, 

J.  B.  MONTGOMERY, 

Captain  U.  S.  Navy. 


W.  A.  Bartlett,  Esq., 

Dexter’s  Hotel,  Washington. 


If  there  he  anything  imperfect  or  insufficient  in  the  explanation 
or  defence  now  submitted,  it  ought,  in  justice,  to  he  remembered, 
that  it  is  a hardship  to  be  compelled  to  answer  charges  of  such  a 
character  as  many  of  those  now  brought  to  hear  against  me,  after  so 
great  a lapse  of  time.  The  most  serious  of  them  have  been  permitted 
to  sleep  for  more  than  nine  years,  and  were  then  revived,  and  made 
the  foundation  of  the  harsh  action  of  the  Navy  Board,  upon  mere 
suspicion  or  report,  without  witnesses  before  them  or  notice  t o me. 
I had  proffered  myself  ready  and  anxious  to  meet  them  when  they 
were  first  privately  suggested.  They  were  brought  into  notice  and 
publicity  by  my  own  act,  and  I was  then  fully  prepared  to  face  a full 
investigation.  I have  endeavored  to  show  that  it  was  through  no 
fault  of  mine  that  they  were  not  then  authoritatively  decided.  In  the 
interval  I have  been  almost  uninterruptedly  in  active  service,  with  credit 
to  myself  and  usefulness  to  the  country.  I had  no  knowledge  of  the 
revival  of  the  unjust  and  unfounded  imputations  of  my  enemies,  until, 
after  the  lapse  of  ten  years,  I found  them  revived  in  the  prejudiced 
opinions  and  malignant  inferences  of  avowed  hostility  before  this  com- 
mittee. 

The  wise  and  necessary  policy  of  the  naval  code,  which  limits  the 
time  within  which  a complaint  must  he  preferred,  would  long  since 
have  consigned  these  charges  to  merited  oblivion.  This  policy  has 
been  established  for  a purpose  which,  I believe,  to  be  aptly  illustrated 
by  the  present  case.  It  is  to  guard  ‘‘against  acts  of  oppression  and 
malice,  by  keeping  charges  against  any  officer  in  reserve  for  too  long 
a period  of  time,  and  afterwards  bringing  them  forward  collectively, 
when  he  may  be  deprived  of  the  means  of  exculpation.”* 

I must  also  respectfully  beg  to  submit  to  the  committee  a few 
general  remarks,  in  reference  to  the  course  of  proceedings  before  the 
Navy  Board,  and  the  investigation  before  themselves. 

The  Board  had  their  course  distinctly  marked  out  by  the  law  under 
which  they  were  convened.  They  had  a specific  subject  of  inquiry, 
and  no  sound  and  rational  interpretation  has  attempted  to  extend 
their  jurisdiction  beyond  the  question  of  professional  “efficiency.” 
Fantastic  and  forced  construction  has,  it  is  true,  endeavored  to  engraft 
upon  that  word  a latitude  of  meaning,  and  inclusion,  which  are 
utterly  at  variance  with  the  purview  of  the  statute  and  the  object 
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towan^  which  it  is  professed  to  have  been  directed.  That  the  Navy- 
Board,  in  iny  particular  case,  widely  overstepped  their  jurisdiction, 
that  they  grossly  abused  their  trust,  and — as  has  generally  been 
charged  against  them — violated  the  fundamental  principles,  not 
merely  of  law,  but  of  that  innate  justice  which  has  been  implanted 
in  the  universal  heart  of  man,  and  which  forms  the  corner  stone  of 
civil  institutions,  and  the  only  sure  basis  of  society,  few  unprejudiced 
persons,  I think,  will  now  be  found  to  deny. 

The  authority  which  this  committee  has  undertaken  to  exercise 
has  been  jdaced  upon  the  ground,  that  it  was  an  inquiry  instituted 
merely  for  their  own  satisfaction. 

Whatever  the  }>urpose  for  which  the  investigation  has  been  con- 
ducted, I am  bound  to  believe  that  their  object  was  to  elict  truth. 
When  the  actual  course  of  their  proceedings  was  developed,  I felt 
constrained,  in  defence  of  my  inalienable  rights,  to  protest  against  it 
as  unwarrantable  and  dangerous.  It  is  now  submitted  that  the  result 
fully  sustains  the  propriety  of  that  position. 

You  have  bgfore  you  a mass  of  testimony,  of  which  scarcely  one  word 
could,  by  possibility,  have  been  received  before  any  regularly  consti- 
tuted tribunal.  The  ordinary  rule^  of  legal  investigation  would  have 
sternly  precluded  the  reception  of  hearsay  statements,  of  unauthorized 
opinions,  and  mis-recited  and  perverted  quotations  of  written  instru- 
ments. The  glosses  and  comments  of  interested  and  prejudiced  par- 
ties, would  equally  have  been  reprobated  by  the  same  inflexible  princi- 
ples. As  the  supposed  object  of  your  examination  was  precisely  the 
same  with  that  proposed  in  all  the  various  forms  of  legal  proceedings, 
namely,  the  ascertainment  of  truth,  it  is  obvious,  and  undeniable,  that 
the  mode  and  the  process  to  be  put  in  action  should  have  been  consist- 
ent with  those  firm  and  true  principles  which  have  endured  the  test  of 
long  experience,  and  received  the  sanction  of  ages,  and  the  stamp  and 
currency  of  universal  adoption. 

The  wise  policy  of  the  law  rarely  permits  a man’s  estimated  charac- 
ter to  be  drawn  into  discussion.  However  abandoned  it  may  be,  it  has 
no  legal  weight  in  reference  to  the  question  of  guilt.  That  must  be 
ascertained  solely  through  material  and  relevant  facts  and  circum- 
stances, established  under  thecareful  supervision  oftbose  inflexible  rules 
which  Avisdom,  justice,  and  necessity  have  concurred  in  adopting,  as 
best  suited  to  the  development  of  truth. 

But  whether  my  character  has,  or  has  not,  been  properly  and  justly 
placed  in  controversy,  whatever  mode  of  attack  has  been  resorted  to, 
however  it  may  be — if  by  accident  or  design — that  bitter  and  unre- 
lenting personal  enemies — including,  as  I believe,  all  who,  throughout 
the  service,  would  exhibit  hostility — are  alone  arrayed  as  witnesses 
against  me,  1 have  the  right  to  demand,  and  I do  demand,  that  I 
shall  be  judged  by  pacts  alone. 

I can  appeal,  with  entire  confidence,  to  the  esteem  and  high  com- 
mendation of  every  chief — whether  in  the  naval  service  proper,  the 
coast  survey,  or  in  the  civil  government — under  Avhom  I have  ever 
performed  either  naval  duty,  scientific  labors,  or  judicial  functions. 

No  charge  or  complaint  has  ever  been  preferred  against  me  before 
the  department ; and  its  records  show  an  official  career  of  twenty-three 
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years,  unblemished  by  an  accusation,  untainted  by  a reprimand,  un- 
tarnisbed  by  a single  act  of  insubordination,  disobedience,  or  neglect. 
No  imputation,  from  any  quarter,  has  been  advanced  against  me  ex- 
cept from  Lieut.  Missroon  and  bis  confederates.  My  most  bitter  enemy 
does  not  attempt  to  withhold  the  concession  that  I am,  in  every  point 
of  view,  competent  to  the  efficient  discharge  of  all  the  duties  of  my 
profession,  both  ashore  and  afloat. 

In  defending  myself  from  unjust  assaults,  I am  justified  in  referring 
to  the  various  services  I have  been  enabled  to  render  to  my  country. 
They  will  he  found  to  he  as  diversified,  as  continuous,  as  zealously, 
conscientiously  and  meritoriously  performed,  and  as  useful  and  bene- 
ficial in  their  results,  as  those  of  any  officer  of  my  rank  and  standing 
throughout  the  service. 

I now  conclude  the  observations  which  have  been  deemed  proper  to  be 
submitted  in  defence.  If  I have  been  obliged  to  animadvert  with 
some  asperity  m the  testimony  adduced  against  me,  it  has  been  as 
much  in  sorrow  as  in  just  indignation.  It  may  be  that  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  taken  necessarily  led  to  inaccuracy  of  statement.  But 
the  vindictive  spirit  which  has  accompanied  it  seems  to  admit  of  no 
such  conclusion.  With  that  absence  of  moderation  and  restraint 
which  ever  characterizes  associated  action,  directed  toward  a particular 
end,  I have  been  attacked,  not  with  the  legitimate  weapons  of  legal 
warfare,  but  by  prejudiced  opinions  and  perverted  inferences. 

I seem  to  have  been  selected  as  a proper  victim  to  be  offered  afresh 
to  the  implacable  manes  of  that  dead  inquisition  whose  pagan  spirit 
clamors  for  more  blood  to  be  sprinkled  even  upon  its  tomb. 

It  may  be,  that  in  the  great  contest  which  is  now  waging  between 
the  principles  of  justice  and  the  powers^  of  persecution,  I may  fall,  a 
proscribed  and  a predestined  victim.  But,  even  in  that  hour,  I will 
proclaim — with  the  solemnity  and  the  sanctity  of  a dying  declaration — 
my  innocence  of  the  disreputable  imputations  with  which  my  conduct 
hasl  been  aspersed  ; and  I know  that  if  that  justice  of  my  country,  to 
which  I now  appeal,  cannot  intervene  in  time  to  rescue  me,  yet  that  it 
will,  at  length,  redeem  my  name  and  my  reputation  from  unmerited 
reproach  and  undeserved  condemnation. 

WASHINGTON  ALLON  BARTLETT. 

Hon.  Stephen  R.  Mallory, 

Chairman  of  the  Naval  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

I transmit  herewith  my  answer  to  the  charges  and  testimony  before 
your  committee  on  the  subject  of  my  memorial. 

I trust  it  will  be  found  to  be  conclusive ; but  should  there  remain 
any  doubt  upon  the  minds  of  the  committee,  I stand  prepared,  when- 
ever or  wherever  opportunity  shall  be  afforded,  under  those  safeguards 
which  the  laws  of  the  land  have  prescribed  for  the  protection  of  the 
innocent,  to  “make  good  my  defence.” 

In  case  this  course  should  be  authorized  and  required,  I beg  leave 
to  append  a list  of  my  witnesses. 

I am,  respectfully,  &c., 

WASHINGTON  A.  BARTLETT 

Mays,  1856. 
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List  of  tininesses  to  testify  as  to  the  charges  before  the  committee. 

Captain  J.  B.  Montgomery,  United  States  navy. 

Lieutenant  Richard  Forrest,  United  States  navy. 

Lieutenant  J.  Blakely  Carter,  United  States  navy. 

Henry  B.  Watson,  esq.,  late  captain  United  States  marine  corps. 
Joseph  W.  Revere,  esq.,  late  lieutenant  United  States  navy. 

Thomas  0.  Larkin,  esq.,  Monterey. 

Mrs.  Tliomas  0.  Larkin,  Monterey. 

James  W.  Bingham,  esq.,  New  York. 

E.  II.  Harrison,  esq.,  Philadelphia. 

Hon.  H.  J.  Anderson,  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Thos.  L.  Smith,  esq.,  First  Auditor. 

William  L.  Hodge,  esq.,  ex-assistant  secretary. 

Professor  A.  D.  Bache,  superintendent  United  States  coast  survey. 
"Captain  A V.  Frazier,  United  States  revenue  service. 

Commodore  T.  Ap  Catesby  Jones,  United  States  navy. 

A.  C.  Rhind,  esq.,  late  lieutenant  United  States  navy. 

Commander  Cadwallader  Ringgold,  United  States  navy. 

Lieutenant  John  Downes,  United  States  navy. 

Hon.  R.  M.  Price,  governor  of  New  Jersey. 

Hon.  Joseph  Lane,  member  of  Congress. 

Hon.  Mr.  Winslow,  member  of  Congress. 

Commander  Gr.  J.  Van  Brunt,  United  States  navy. 

Henry  Melius,  esq.,  Salem. 

Colonel  Brinsmade,  Washington. 

Donn  Piatt,  esq.,  Ohio. 

Witnesses  as  to  my  professional  standing  and  char  aether,  under  whom  I 
have  served. 


Commodore  J.  D.  Sloat. 

Hon.  Commodore  R.  F.  Stockton. 
Commodore  E.  A.  F.  Lavallette. 
Commodore  Thomas  Crabbe. 
Commander  Henry  W.  Morris. 
Commander  James  Glynn. 
Commander  Francis  B.  Ellison. 


Commodore  T.  Ap  Catesby  Jones. 
Captain  J.  B.  Montgomery. 
Captain  Levin  M.  Powell. 
Commander  Thos.  R.  Gedney. 
Captain  William  Inman. 

Captain  J.  B.  Hull. 

Commodore  Silas  H.  Stringham. 


Second  officers  of  the  navy  generally. 


Com.  Cadwal’der  Ringgold, U.S.N. 
Lieut.  J.  C.  Carter,  U.  S.  N. 

Lieut.  E.  A.  Barnett,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  W.  D.  Porter,  U.  S.  N. 
Com.  T.  Darrah  Shaw,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  L.  C.  Sartori,  U.  S.  N. 
Com.  E.  W.  Carpenter,  U.  S.  N. 
Cora.  Robert  Ritchie,  U.  S.  N. 
Com.  Oscar  Bullus,  U.  S.  N. 


Com.  Henry  Eagle,  U.  S.  N. 

Com.  William  C.  Whittle, U.S.N. 
Com.  Chas.  H.  Davis,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  John  J.  Glasson,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  H.  N.  Harrison,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  T.  M.  Brasher,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  John  N.  Maffit,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  C.  Van  Alstine,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  J.  C.  Williamson,  U.  S.  N. 
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Jjieut.  M.  C.  Marin,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  C.  Ap  R.  Jones,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  T.  H.  Patterson,  U.  S.  N. 
Lieut.  Silas  Bent,  U.  S.  N. 
Purser  T.  M.  Taylor. 

Surgeon  Clymer. 

Surgeon  Edwards. 

Lieut.  Julian  Myers. 


Chaplain  C.  W.  Thomas. 

Lieut.  John  E.  Hart. 

John  Etheridge,  esq.,  NavyDep’t. 
J.  S.  Thornton,  late  passed  mid’n. 
Lieut.  M.  P.  Jones. 

Lieut.  J.  M.  Bradford. 

J.  J.  Walbach,  esq.,  late  lieuten’t. 
&c.,  &c.,  &c. 


APPENDIX. 

(I-) 

Washington,  D.  C.,  April  14,  1855. 

Dear  Sir:  I received  your  letter  of  the  10th  instant,  late  on  the 
evening  of  the  12th,  and  in  compliance  with  your  request  proceed  to 
reply  to  the  questions  therein  propounded,  as  follows  : 

At  the  time  you  reported  to  me  at  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  for  duty  on 
hoard  the  United  States  ship  Portsmouth,  in  November,  1854,  or 
thereabout,  you  informed  me  that,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Messrs. 
Harper,  of  New  York,  you  had  brought  with  you  a well  selected 
library  for  the  use  of  the  crew,  which  that  firm  had  offered  to  dispose 
of  at  an  unusually  low  rate  of  cost,  provided  the  men  were  willing  to 
pay  for  them  by  voluntary  subscription,  and  I would  permit  them  to 
be  received  in  the  ship  ; otherwise,  that  you  were  requested  to  return 
them  to  New  York.  Feeling  no  disposition  whatever  to  oppose  an 
arrangement  calculated,  as  I conceived,  to  enlarge  the  sphere  of 
rational  amusement  and  improvement  for  the  ship’s  company,  I re- 
ferred you  to  the  executive  officer,  with  directions  to  say  to  him  I had 
no  objection  to  the  reception  of  the  books  upon  the  proposed  condition, 
and  they  were  taken  on  board,  and,  I believe,  generally  used  by  the 
reading  portion  of  the  crew  during  the  long  cruise  that  followed.  I 
saw  nothing  in  the  transaction  on  your  part,  at  the  time,  nor  do  1 
now,  that  could  in  anywise  attach  censure  to  your  conduct,  or  cause 
me  to  question  the  integrity  of  your  motive  in  the  premises  ; and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  recreation  derived  from  the  perusal  of  said 
books  contributed,  in  no  small  degree,  to  the  contentment  and  satis- 
faction of  the  crew,  so  remarkably  prevalent  in  the  Portsmouth, 
throughout  the  whole  cruise. 

In  regard  to  the  correspondence  referred  to,  if  my  recollection 
serves  me,  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  ward-room  officers  with  yoair  con- 
duct, in  regard  to  the  mess,  and  other  matters,  was  first  brought  to 
my  notice  by  your  letter,  (the  first  of  the;  series,)  dated  at  Yerba 
Buena,  October  15,  1846,  enclosing  a note  addressed  to  you  by  the 
officers  of  the  ward-room,  dated  October  8,  1846. 

In  the  letter  you  showed  no  disposition  to  avoid  a thorough  investi- 
gation of  the  conduct  complained  of,  but,  on  the  contrary,  expressed 
an  earnest  desire  to  meet  the  allegation  set  forth  in  the  said  note,  and 
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confidently  asserted  your  ability  to  rebut  them.  I am  not  aware,  sir, 
that  you  since  (at  any  time)  exj)ressed  or  exhibited  a desire  to  avoid 
investigation  of  the  complaints- made  against  you  by  the  ward-room 
officers,  or  that  any  act  or  suggestion  of  yours  could  justly  sanction 
the  idea  of  such  desire  on  your  part. 

In  answer  to  the  concluding  enquiry  in  your  letter,  I have  uo  recol- 
lection of  ever  seeing  you  unusually  flurried,  or  thrown  off  your 
balance,  on  duty,  in  a manner  to  interfere  with  its  performance,  when 
unexpectedly  called  upon  to  act.  Nor  am  I aware  that  you  are  more 
subject  to  infirmities  of  this  character  than  many  excellent  officers 
with  whom  I have  served. 

1 am,  dear  sir,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  B.  MONTGOMERY, 

United  States  Navy. 

W.  A,  Bartlett, 

Dexter’s  Hotel. 


(II.) 

Washington,  April  30,  1856. 

Sir  : In  reply  to  your  note  of  this  morning,  I have  to  state,  that 
some  time  during  our  cruise  in  the  Portsmouth,  you  did  let  me  have 
a quantity  of  segars,  but  how  many,  or  at  what  price,  I do  not  recol- 
lect ; but  am  sure  that  I considered  it  an  accommodation  at  the  time. 
1 do  not  consider  the  transaction  at  all  incompatible  with  the  character 
of  an  officer  or  gentleman.  I have  had  similar  transactions  with  other 
officers,  and  did  myself  let  an  officer  have  a sword  and  belt,  he  being 
fixed  as  I was,  when  the  articles  could  not  be  had.  I have  no  know- 
ledge of  your  selling  segars  to  any  other  person  than  myself.  I be- 
lieve you  let  me  have  all  you  had. 

Very  respectfullv,  vour  obedient  servant, 

R.  FORREST, 

Lieut.  United  States  Navy. 

W.  A.  Bartlett,  Esq., 

Washington,  D.  C. 


(III.) 

Messmates  : Learning  from  Messrs.  Missroou  and  Watson  that  there 
is  dissatisfaction  expressed  with  my  late  catership,  and  especially  with 
regard  to  the  amount  of  money  charged  by  me  as  expended  for  mar- 
keting at  Mazatlan,  I desire  your  calm  consideration  of  the  following 
explanations,  in  order  that  I may  be  able  to  satisfy  all,  since  the  pre- 
sent state  of  my  mind,  under  the  implied  error  in  my  accounts,  is  too 
painful  to  be  borne.  1 cannot  but  believe  that  every  one  of  my  mess- 
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mates  is  entirely  unwilling  to  do  me  the  least  injustice ; therefore  I 
hold  myself  ready  to  make  all  the  explanation  my  accounts  can  give  ; 
hut  I wish  the  case  fairly  stated.  My  accounts  show  as  follows  for 
marketing  at  Mazatlan : 


March  18th,  $4  ; 19th,  $6  - - - - - $10  00 

March  20th,  $4  ; 21st,  $4  ; 22d,  $5  - - - 13  00 

March  23d,  $5  ; 24th,  $4  ; 25th,  $4  - - - 13  00 

March  26th,  |3  ; 21th,  $3  ; 28th,  $4  ; 29th,  $4  - - 14  00 

March  30th,  $4 ; 31st,  $4 ; April  1,  |5  - - - 13  00 

63  00 

Add  purchased  at  the  grocery : pepper,  25c.  ; vermicelli, 

25c.  ; sage,  6-^- ; vegetables,  50c  - - - - 1 06 

18th  to  1st,  both  included,  is  15  days  - - - 64  06 

Daily  - - - - - - - 4 27 


With  regard  to  the  above,  most  of  it  was  spent  by  Neal,  who  was 
market  boy,  and  who.  Dr.  Wood  said,  knew  all  the  prices  and  best 
places  ; besides,  I frequently  called  him  to  my  room  and  took  a note 
of  every  item,  to  see  that  he  accounted  for  all  the  money  given  him. 
Neal  will  also  recollect  that  he  bought  all  the  tongues  that  could  be 
had  at  twenty-five  cents  each,  and  put  them  in  pickle ; some  days  two, 
some  three,  some  four.  In  consequence  of  having  more  company  than 
usual,  we  some  days  sent  twice  to  market.  Neal  will  recollect  it,  I 
am  certain.  Again,  I some  days  got  fruit,  oil,  &c.,  which  is  included 
in  the  marketing,  being  taken  from  my  daily  notes.  When  I took 
money  out  of  the  mess  box,  it  was  charged  as  expended;  if  any  was 
returned,  it  went  the  next  day,  or  was  spent  during  the  day  for  some 
necessary  article. 

[Note. — Mr.  Watson  obtained  the  idea  that  there  had  been  $80  and 
over  expended  at  market  in  thirteen  days.  It  is  not  so  charged  in  my 
book.  That  amount  would  include  : 


Twenty-five  pounds  sugar  - - - - -|3  75 

Pudding  dishes  - - - - - -175 

Plates  - - - - - - -125 

Chinese  shades  - - - - - - 4 00 

Pepper,  vermicelli,  &c.,  at  the  grocery  - - - 1 06 

One  pound  pepper  ------  75 

Washing  table  cloths  - - - - - 2 00 

17  06 

Marketing  - - - - - - - 63  00, 

Equal  to  - - - - - - 80  06 


But  this  was  made  up  in  amounts  as  above  ; the  real  marketing  is 
as  stated  on  first  page. 
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There  being  several  ships  in  the  harbor,  the  mess  had  more  or  less 
company  at  dinner  every  day,  and  provision  was  made  accordingly. 

W.  A.  B.] 

1 purchased  stores  as  fast  as  possible — indeed,  I seemed  to  have  no 
time,  for  when  I took  the  catership,  the  succeeding  Wednesday  was 
fixed  upon  as  our  day  of  sailing — as  supposed,  for  the  Columbia  river. 
Of  salt  provisions  we  had  but  a small  quantity,  and  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  they  should  be  supplied  with  such  articles  as  could  be  had 
to  supply  the  table  on  the  passage. 

I therefore  ordered  the  poultry  found  charged  in  Stapp’s  bill ; and 
he  furnished  the  sugar  at  fifty  cents  the  arrobe  less  than  any  one  else 
would  sell  it  for,  while  he  asked  no  more  for  his  poultry,  as  I found 
by  walking  over  the  whole  town. 

His  bill  of  poultry,  sugar,  and  corn  (having  deducted  the  sack  of  sugar 
which  I let  the  captain  have)  is  - - - - $90  50 

I afterwards  purchased  of  him — 

Squashes  and  vegetables  ----- 

Bill  of  brig  Sirius  ------ 

Twenty-six  lbs.  lard,  (25  cts.  per  lb.)  - - - 

Twenty-six  lbs.  vermicelli,  (25  cts.)  - - - 

Tin  box  for  same  ------ 

Porterage,  (having  two  men  going  with  me  three  hours,)  - 
Mustard,  75c.  ; oranges,  $2  50  - 

Tomatoes,  $2 ; onions,  $1  50 
Baking  dishes,  $1  75  ; plates,  $1  25 

Twenty-five  lbs.  sugar,  purchased  the  second  day  of  my 
catership,  to  save  the  white  box  then  on  hand 
Four  chickens,  62|  cts.  each  - - - - 

Flour,  one  sack  ------ 

Paid  a bill  of  $3  25  for  corned  beef,  forgotten  by  Dr.  Wood 


Of  Williams,  fresh  oysters  ----- 

One  lb.  black  pepper  ----- 

Washing  table  cloths,  (eight,)  - - - - 

Twelve  turkeys  ------ 

Twent3^-four  ducks,  $10  per  doz.  - - - - 

Rice  of  Hanson,  supplied  by  purser’s  steward 

Paid  for  Chinese  screens  ----- 

I did  not  intend  to  buy  but  one,  but  the  second  being  sent 
to  exchange,  it  became  injured  and  I then  paid  for  it. 


Add  marketing  sheet 

Total  amount  expended  at  Mazatlan 
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Received  of  purser  ------  $200  00 

Received  of  Dr.  Duval  - - - - - 43  00 

Received  of  purser  - - - - - - 20  00 

263  00 

Received  of  Dr.  Wood  - - - - - 20  00 

283  00 
276  81 

Ou  hand  when  I left  Mazatlan  - - - - 6 19 

Besides  the  $2  25  paid  by  the  old  members  to  settle  the  cook’s  bal- 
ance. 

Mess  expenses  at  Monterey. 

22d  to  28th,  both  inclusive,  I expended  in  cash  for  eggs, 

milk,  vegetables,  and  butter  - - - - |8  00 

Thirteen  pounds  of  butter  of  Mr.  Little  - - - 6 50 

Cash  sent  ashore  by  Mr.  Missroon,  5 days  - - - 5 12 

The  4th,  5th,  and  6th  - - - - - 3 75 

The  7th,  8th,  9th,  and  10th  - - - - 3 50 

The  11th  and  12th  - - - _ - i 50 

The  13th,  14th,  and  15th  - - - - - 2 25 

The  16th,  17th,  and  18th  - - - - - 3 00 

The  19th,  20th,  21st,  and  22d  - - - - 4 25 

The  23d,  24th,  25th,  and  26th  - - - - 4 50 

The  27th,  28th,  and  29th  - - - - - 3 25 

Four  pounds  butter  of  Mr.  Little  - - - - 2 00 

Fish  of  the  Kanakas  - - - - - 1 00 

One  barrel  of  flour,  “Barnstable”  - - - 14  00 

Two  pitchers,  “Barnstable”  - - - - 4 00 

Mr.  Green’s  bill  - - - - - - 56  00 

Mr.  Green’s  bill,  sea  stores  - - - - 44  62 

167  24 

Add  cash  paid  purser’s  steward  for  rice  - - - 4 75 

Bread  and  rice  paid  for  by  steward  - - - 5 00 

176  99 

Washing  table  cloths  - - - - - 175 

178  74 
276  .81 
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Keceipts  at  Mazatlan  _ _ _ . _ ^283  00 

Monterey  -------  175  OO 

458  00 
455  55 

2 45 


Paid  Mr.  Watson  - - - - - - $2  50 

W.  A.  BARTLETT. 


Mr.  Bartlett's  ex^planations. 

Mr.  Watson  to-day  returned  my  vouchers  to  me,  and  said  when  we 
first  examined  them  we  thought  there  was  a deficiency,  but  all  was 
proved  to  be  correct. 

W.  A.  BARTLETT. 

January  5,  1848. 


(IV.) 

San  Francisco,  August  20,  1849. 

Washington  A.  Bartlett, 

To  ship  John  Gr.  Coster,  Dr. 

To  freight  p.  bill  lading  _ - - - |35  00 

Received  payment, 

ALFRED  ROBINSON, 

for  J.  Ball  Stephens. 


(V.) 

Treasury  Depart.ment,  Jtine  16,  1852. 

Sir  : Congress  having  authorized  the  construction  of  light-houses  at 
different  points  on  the  Pacific,  the  department  contemplates  furnish- 
ing them  with  the  improved  French  lens,  provided  the  needful  appro- 
priation can  he  obtained  to  cover  the  increased  expense ; hut  previous 
to  giving  any  positive  orders  for  the  purchase  of  them,  it  wishes  to 
obtain  particular  and  detailed  information  upon  all  points  connected 
with  the  subject,  and  for  that  purpose  has  appointed  you  to  proceed 
to  Paris. 

You  will,  on  your  arrival,  make  yourself  acquainted  with  the  dif- 
ferent manufacturers  of  these  lens,  and  ascertain  whether  there  is 
any  choice  between  them  as  to  tlie  quality  and  excellence  of  their 
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work  and  their  respective  prices.-  The  department  wishes  you  to 
procure  the  latter  in  detail,  not  only  as  regards  the  different  sizes  or 
orders,  hut  also  for  the  separate  portions  of  each  so  far  as  they  can  be 
furnished  by  the  manufacturers.  In  the  detailed  statement  of  items 
and  prices  already  in  the  possession  of  the  department,  it  is  presumed 
that  there  are  many  items  enumerated  that  are  either  extra  or  unne- 
cessary, and  it  is  the  wish  of  the  department  that,  after  a full  consul- 
tation with  the  proper  parties,  you  will  determine  upon  all  the  acces- 
sories that  will  be  necessary  to  make  the  entire  lighting  apparatus, 
including  the  lantern,  complete  and  suitable  for  the  intended  purpose, 
without  including  anything  which,  in  your  opinion,  is  not  necessary. 
The  information  thus  obtained,  distinct  and  separate  for  each  size  or 
order  of  lens  down  to  the  sixth  order,  or  lower,  if  any  smaller  order 
exists,  you  will  please  forward  as  promptly  as  possible  to  the  depart- 
ment, exhibiting  the  full  and  entire  cost  of  each  on  ship-hoard  at 
Havre,  with  full  remarks  and  explanations  on  your  part,  so  that  the 
department  may  he  enabled  to  act  advisedl}^  in  its  further  proceed- 
ings in  the  matter. 

You  will  particularly  ascertain  and  report  on  the  subject  of  any  re- 
cent improvements  in  the  manufacture  of  these  lens  by  which  their 
power  has  been  increased,  and  obtain  the  best  information  as  to  the 
distance  at  which  the  different  orders  can  be  distinguished  under 
ordinary  circumstances  when  properly  located  and  at  suitable  eleva- 
tions. 

You  will  receive  herewuth  the  plans  and  specifications  of  the  light- 
houses as  they  have  been  contracted  for  on  the  Pacific  ; and  you  are 
probably  aware,  from  actual  observation  of  most  of  the  locations,  their 
elevation  and  the  nature  of  the  neighboring  coast.  I will  only  add, 
on  this  point,  that  in  no  case  is  the  lighting  apparatus  to  he  less  than 
100  feet  above  the  water  ; and  if  any  of  the  proposed  sites  are  low 
ground,  the  tower  must  be  elevated  accordingly. 

In  making  your  selection  of  the  needful  items  for  the  proper  con- 
struction of  the  lantern  and  lighting  apparatus,  &c.,  you  will,  of 
course,  be  governed  by  the  nature,  size,  &c.,  of  the  towers  on  which 
they  are  to  he  placed,  agreeably  to  the  contract ; and  it  will  probably 
he  more  advisable  to  make  these  calculations  on  the  basis  that  the 
towers  may  he  finished  before  the  lighting  apparatus  reaches  the  re- 
spective points.  If,  however,  there  is  a material  difference  with  any 
portion  of  the  apparatus  fixtures,  &c.,  when  they  are  to  he  placed  on 
a tower  already  finished  as  the  present  ones  are  to  he,  or  when  furnished, 
to  he  put  in  their  proper  places  during  the  construction  of  the  tower, 
you  will  please  note  the  same  in  detail  in  your  report. 

The  department  would  also  wish  to  have  the  statement  of  cost  for 
any  different  kinds  of  materials  which  are,  or  can  he  used  in  the  con- 
struction of  these  apparatus,  such  as  bronze,  copper,  iron,  &c.,  which 
might  he  indiscriminately  used,  with  your  views  as  to  which  would  he 
most  advisable  under  all  the  circumstances. 

Your  report  will  also  include  the  kind  and  cost  of  all  the  needful 
items  necessary  for  the  use  of  the  light  keeper,  as  connected  with  the 
due  care  and  operation  of  the  light  after  it  has  been  completed  and 
put  into  use,  including  not  only  such  items  as  will  be  permanently  re_ 
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quired  for  the  above  purpose,  but  likewise  those  which  are  in  regular 
consumption,  estimating  the  supply  of  the  latter  for  a period  of  one 
year. 

It  has  been  suggested,  that  the  sixth  order  lens  could  be  advanta- 
geously employed  in  various  small  lights  on  the  coasts  and  harbors  of 
the  United  States,  without  making  any  other  change  except  substitu- 
ting them  for  tlie  ])resent  reflectors.  You  will  please  ascertain  on  what 
terms  tins  order  of  lens  can  be  procured  with  a suitable  mechanical, 
or  other  lamp,  and  without  other  fixtures  or  accessories  of  any  kind  ; 
or  if  you  find,  on  enquiry,  any  of  the  latter  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary, in  order  to  make  the  suggested  change,  then  to  include  the  cost 
of  them  also,  but  to  have  nothing  of  the  kind  that  is  not  absolutely 
necessary. 

Tlie  department,  after  hearing  from  you  as  regards  these — the  smaller 
sized  lens — and  obtaining  further  information  in  connexion  with 
the  subject  of  this  size,  may  probably  try  the  experiment  with  six  or 
eight  of  the  smaller  light-houses,  and  if  it  succeeds,  extend  to  a much 
larger  number. 

With  this  you  will  receive  a copy  of  a communication  from  the  Light- 
house Board  on  the  subject  of  the  French  lens.  The  department  has 
not  yet  approved  of  this  report ; and  it  is  not,  therefore,  furnished  to 
you  as  a guide,  but  merely  in  case  it  may  contain  some  details  or  in- 
formation which  might  be  useful  to  you.  The  department  will  make 
no  determination  as  to  the  kinds  or  orders  of  the  lighting  apparatus 
and  fixtures  as  recommended  in  this  report,  until  after  it  hears  from 
you,  and  the  needful  appropriation  shall  have  been  made  by  Congress. 

As  an  officer  of  the  government,  you,  of  course,  are  aware  that  the 
department  is  prohibited,  by  law,  for  making  you  any  compensation 
for  the  service  you  may  render  in  this  business,  and  can  only  pay  for 
your  passage  to  and  from  Europe,  and  the  customary  travelling  ex- 
penses to  Paris,  and  your  personal  expenses  while  there,  with  the  un- 
derstanding, as  agreed  with  you,  that  they  are  not  to  exceed  three  per 
cent,  on  the  expenditures  that  you  may  make  for  the  purchase  of  the 
difierent  lighting  apparatus. 

You  will  please  execute  the  customary  bond  required  from  all  dis- 
bursing officers  of  the  department  in  the  sum  of  $15,000,  with  surety, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  department,  and  forward  the  same  previous 
to  your  departure. 

The  department  will  hope  to  hear  from  you  fully  and  promptly  after 
you  reach  Paris. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  L.  HODGE, 
Acting  Sec.  of  the  Treasury. 

W.  A.  Bartlett, 

United  States  Navy. 
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(VI.) 

Morristown,  New  Jersey, 

April  29,  1856. 

Dear  Sir  : Your  letter  of  the  29th  instant,  and  accompanying  pa- 
pers, came  duly  to  hand. 

Long  before  you  knew  it  yourself — you  being  abroad  on  duty  at  the 
time — I was  informed,  through  the  papers,  that  you  had  been  dropped 
from  the  navy  list  without  the  least  intimation,  or  a chance  given  you 
to  defend  yourself  from  the  secret  charges  which  may  have  been 
trumped  up  by  the  odious  and  abominable  inquisition  or  council  of 
fifteen — I was  going  to  say  of  ten,  but  that  was  in  Venice,  I believe, 
and  not  in  this  free  and  enlightened  country. 

“ In  answer  to  your  interrogatory,  which  is,  whether  the  statement 
of  your  mess  accounts,  as  given  by  Watmough  and  Watson,  ‘should 
he  taken  for  true  by  all  men,’  I unhesitatingly  answer,  yes ! These 
accounts  were  not  examined  at  the  time  by  myself,  hut  they  were  so 
examined  by  a deputation  of  the  mess,  as  well  as  I remember,  and 
pronounced  correct.” 

“In  answer  to  your  second  query,  did  you  (I)  ever  hold  me  blame- 
able  in  this  matter  ; was  there  any  cause  for  censure?  No  one  could 
blame  you  after  your  accounts  were  passed  in  the  manner  above  men- 
tioned— which  was  done  by  the  mess — which  fact  left  no  cause  for 
censure  that  I could  see.  In  answer  to  the  third  question,  what 
amount  of  mess  bill  was  reasonable  at  that  time?  In  answer,  that 
everything  was  high,  and  especially  at  Mazatlan,  and  the  mess  bill 
in  proportion,  but  I do  not  remember  the  exact  amount.” 

“ The  further  persecution  of  you,  to  which  I was  a witness  on  board 
the  Portsmouth,  in  the  many  small  ways  in  which  naval  tyrants  show 
their  malignity,  I not  only  did  not  approve,  but  spoke  freely  of, 
among  those  of  my  messmates  with  whom  I was  on  intimate  terms, 
as  petty  and  ill-natured  in  the  extreme.” 

“ I undoubtedly  remained  on  perfectly  friendly  terms  with  you  for 
the  cruise,  and  I certainly  should  not  have  done  so  if  you  had  been 
proved,  as  you  say,  ‘dishonest,’  nor  would  any  others  of  my  friends 
among  our  messmates,  I believe.” 

“ Finally,  I have  to  state  that  I consider  you,  among  many  others, 
as  the  victim  of  a most  despotic,  tyrannical,  and  despicable  law,  un- 
constitutional in  its  enaction,  and  under  which  I would  not  hold  a 
commission.” 

* * ♦ * + * * 

“ That  you  and  those  injured  may  triumph  over  the  secret  malice 
of  those  who  stab  in  the  dark,  as  well  as  those  who  unwittingly  aided 
in  the  perpetration  of  such  monstrous  injustice,  at  last,  is  the  sincere 
wish  of  your  friend  and  servant. 

J.  W.  KEVERE. 

Washington  A.  Bartlett, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
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(VII.) 


No.  2334.  Treasury  Department, 

F'irst  Auditor's  Office,  January  30,  1855. 

I lieroby  certify  that  I liave  examined  and  adjusted  an  account  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Washington  A.  Bartlett,  special  agent, 
for  his  travel  and  personal  expenses  from  Washington  city  to  Paris, 
France,  and  returning  ; in  relation  to  lighting  apparatus  for  the 
coasts  of  California  and  Oregon  ; and  find  he  is  chargeable — 

To  amount  allowed  him  on  account  of  personal  expenses  per  Eeport 
No.  2092  ------  $2,712  42 


2,712  42 


I also  find  that  he  is  entitled  to  credit,  by  amount  of  this 
disbursement,  for  travel  and  personal  expenses,  per 
vouchers,  herewith  - - - - $3,752  18 

From  which  deduct  the  excess  above  three  per 
cent,  on  $90,413  90,  the  amount  of  his  ex- 
penditures for  lighting  apparatus  on  the 
coasts  of  California  and  Oregon,  per  Eeports 
No.  595  and  2092  ; to  which  sum  (three  per 
cent,  on  his  expenditures)  his  personal  ex- 
penses are  limited  by  his  letter  of  appoint- 
ment, dated  16th  June,  1852  - - 1,039  76 

2,712  42 


2,712  42 


As  appears  from  the  statement  and  vouchers  herewith  transmitted  for 
the  decision  of  the  commissioners  of  custom  thereon. 

T.  L.  SMITH, 

First  Auditor. 

To  the  Commissioner  op  Customs. 


Office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Customs. 


1 admit  and  certify  the  above  balance,  this  30th  day  of  January, 
1855. 


To  the  Eegister  of  the  Treasury. 


H.  J.  ANDEESON, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 


(VIII.) 

Copy  of  W.  A.  Bartlett’s  general  bill  of  expenses  at  Fenton’s 
hotel,  London,  and  showing  the  items  extracted  from  it,  to  make  up 
Mr.  Bartlett’s  personal  expenses,"  Avhich  wete  receipted  for  by  J. 
Mayhew  Chapman,  in  the  usual  form  of  a public  voucher,  for  $45. 
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6'S’. 


299.  Lieut.  Bartlett,  U.  S.  N., 

Fenton's  Hotel 

1854. 

£ s.  d. 

Sept.  3,  Omnibus 0 12  6 

4 Cabs,  6s.  8d.,  2s 8 8 

Breakfast,  chops,  eggs, 

potatoes,  &c 13  6 

Dinner 1 12  0 

Ale 1 0 

2 Claret 14  0 

Tea 1 6 

Evening  paper,  &c 1 6 

Wax  lights 1 6 

Apartments 3 2 0 

Breakfast,  steak  and  po- 
tatoes  10  0 


W.  A.  Bartlett’s  personal  expendi- 
tures. 

£ s.  d. 


From  railway,  self  and  baggage. . . 6 0 

Cab  hire,  3 trips 8 8 

Breakfast,  (self,) 4 0 

Dinner,  (self,) 7 0 


Tea 1 6 

Papers  and  light • . . 3 0 

Apartments 3 2 0 

Breakfast,  (self,) 4 O' 


7 18  2 

Waiter 11  0 

Maid 7 0 Waiters. 

Porter 3 0 Porter. . 


8 19  2 

Cash  to  laundress 1 4 9 

Biscuits 3 

Cash,  (self,) 5 2 6 

do.  Baggage  and  Car- 
riages  2 0 0 

do.  Cab 3 6 

Dinner 1 8 6 

Ale 1 0 


Laundress. 


Carriage  hire  two  days  and  a half.  2 0 0 


Cab 3 6 

Dinner,  (self,) 7 0 

Telegraph’gto  and  from  Folkstone  9 8- 


.€18  16  2 
5 


€9  1 10  ' 
To  the  £ $5 


90  |45  43 

3 90 


^93  90  As  originally  charged  ; from  which,  at 

the  suggestion  of  the  commissioner  of  cus- 
jts  originally  receipted  in  London.  toms,  two  guineas  per  day,  or  $11  08,  was 

deducted  for  “ parlor.” 

This  account  was  admitted  by  the  Auditor 
of  the  Treasury,  for  the  sum  of  $34  35. 


(IX.) 

Office  Light-house  Board, 

Washington  City,  October  15,  1852. 

Dear  Sir:  I have  written  to-day  to  M.  Lepaute  in  relation  to  the 
apparatus  for  Sand  Key,  to  which  you  called  my  attention  in  your 
private  note  to  me  some  weeks  since. 

If  the  apparatus  can  he  had,  I am  authorized  to  say  that  the  board 
will  give  the  necessary  orders  to  have  it  forwarded  without  delay,  and 
prompt  payment  provided. 

I wish  you  would  see  Mr.  Lepaute,  and  explain  to  him  fully  the 
difference  between  the  light-house  department,  as  at  present  organized, 
and  the  previous  mode  of  managing  the  lights  of  this  country.  We 
may  want  some  3d,  4th^  5th  and  6th  orders  of  lenses,  and  I wish  you 
would  ascertain  from  both  Lepaute’s  and  Letourneau’s  establishments 
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what  are  the  prospects  of  our  getting  these  different  orders,  and  in  what 
numbers,  within  the  next  year,  and  if  there  is  any  change  of  prices. 
We  wish  these  people  to  understand  we  will  not  allow  for  the  com- 
missions of  agents. 

The  order  will  go  direct,  and  payment  he  made  through  official 
channels,  either  in  New  York  or  elsewhere.  I wish  you  would  for- 
ward us  something  of  a practicable  kind  relating  to  colza  oil.  Any 
printed  or  manuscript  notes  on  the  subject  will  be  most  thankfully 
received,  and  the  expense  of  purchase  refunded. 

I would  name  the  following  as  the  most  important  heads  for  con- 
sideration : 

Colza. — The  plants  from  which  the  oil  so  called,  or  imitations  of  it, 
are  procured ; their  qualities,  if  they  vary ; soil,  climate,  mode  of  cul- 
ture, season  of  planting,  growth,  maturity ; mean  temperature  of 
localities ; extremes,  frost,  heat,  moisture  of  climates  ; mode  of  cutting, 
drying,  storing,  working,  extracting  of  the  oil,  purifying,  preserving. 
Amounts  annually  supplied ; ’from  how  many  acres  of  ground ; how 
many  gallons  of  oil,  &c.,  &c. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

THORNTON  A.  JENKINS, 

Secretary  Light-house  Board. 

Lieut.  W.  A.  Bartlett,  U.  S.  N. 


(X.) 

Treasury  Department, 
Light-house  Board,  November  17,  1852. 

Sir  : Your  communication  of  Saturday  last,  with  the  accompanying 
report,  papers,  and  drawings,  from  Lieutenant  Bartlett,  U.  S.  N., 
special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department  in  Paris,  to  procure  illumi- 
nating apparatus  for  the  light-houses  on  the  western  coast,  have  been 
received,  and  in  reply  I am  directed  by  the  board  to  say — 

1st.  That  the  manner  in  which  the  duty  of  Lieutenant  Bartlett  has 
thus  far  been  discharged  merits  their  fullest  approbation,  and  that 
his  report  is  full  of  information  and  very  explicit. 

2d.  That  they  recommend  the  Treasury  Department  to  send  to 
Lieutenant  Bartlett  the  sum  of  48,500  francs,  to  meet  the  contracts 
made  by  him,  as  requested  in  his  report  to  the  department.  These 
contracts  are,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board,  made  on  very  favorable 
terms. 

3d.  That  they  recommend  to  the  Treasury  Department  to  authorize 
Lieutenant  Bartlett  to  make  contracts  for  the  illuminating  apparatus 
for  the  remaining  lights  recommended  by  the  board  in  the  following 
order  of  importance : 

1.  The  Farallones,  SE.  off  San  Francisco,  (flashing  light,)  1st 
order,  similar  to  the  one  designed  for  Sand  Key. 

2.  Point  Conception,  California,  (revolving  light,)  same  order  and 
'description. 

3.  Cape  Hancock,  or  Disappointment,  (flxed,)  same  order. 
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4.  Point  Loma,  San  Diego,  California,  (fixed,)  same  order. 

5.  Point  Pinos,  Monterey,  (fixed,)  same  order. 

6.  Humboldt  Harbor,  (fixed,)  3d  order. 

The  contracts  to  be  according  to  the  proposals,  unless  more  favor- 
able terms  can  be  procured. 

Further,  that  a set  of  light-house  tools  and  a suitable  quantity  of 
cleaning  materials  be  provided,  according  to  the  prices  of  the  French 
administration  of  light-houses,  and  properly  packed  and  marked,  and 
sent  with  each  set  of  illuminating  apparatus  to  the  western  coast. 

The  board  has  already  taken  steps  preliminary  to  ordering  the  illu- 
minating apparatus  for  Sand  Key,  and  now  being  informed  by  Lieu- 
tenant Bartlett’s  report  that  the  apparatus  is  finished,  will  complete 
the  action  contemplated. 

I have  the  honor  to  be,  very  repectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 
WM.  BRANFORD  SHUBRICK, 

Chairman  Light-house  Board. 

The  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


(XL) 

Treasury  Department, 

Office  Light-house  Board,  March  14,  1853. 

Sir  : I am  directed  by  the  Light-house  Board  to  request  your  atten- 
tion to  the  enclosed  orders  to  M.  Lepaute. 

The  number  of  apparatus,  &c. , has  been  as  nearly  divided  as  pos- 
sible between  Messrs.  Sautter  & Co.,  through  their  agent,  H.  De 
Courcey,  esq.,  in  New  York,  and  M.  Lepaute.  It  is  very  important 
that  these  articles  should  be  furnished  in  the  shortest  possible  time. 
Messrs.  Sautter  & Co.  have  been  informed,  as  well  as  M.  Lepaute, 
that  you  will  have  the  direction,  examination  and  test  of  all  these  arti- 
cles so  long  as  you  remain  in  Paris,  after  which  steps  will  be  taken  to 
obtain  a proper  person  to  attend  to  setting  up  and  examining  such  as 
may  be  ordered.  If  these  orders  can  be  filled  at  an  early  day  another 
will  follow  immediately. 

The  implements,  tools,  &c.,  and  a year’s  supply  of  the  articles 
enumerated  in  the  list  No.  1,  are  desired  to  accompany  the  Sand  Key 
apparatus  when  it  is  shipped. 

The  articles  enumerated  in  lists  Nos.  1 and  2,  as  well  as  the  appa- 
ratus ordered,  must  be  of  the  quality,  quantities,  and  prices  of  the 
French  administration,  without  they  can  be  had  for  less. 

If  the  little  lighting  lamps,  called  “Lucernes,”  do  not  cost  more 
than  a trifle  each,  you  may  order  a number  of  them.  Each  light 
ought  to  have  one,  but  the  price  must  guide,  as  we  cannot  afibrd  much 
for  that  object  now. 

Verv  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

THORNTON  A.  JENKINS, 
Secretary. 

Lieut.  W.  A.  Bartlett,  U.  S.  N., 

Agent  U.  S.  Treas^iry  Department,  Paris,  France. 

Rep.  237 5 
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(XII.) 

Treasury  Department, 

Office  Light-house  Board,  May  16,  1853. 

Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  12th,  13th  and  14th  ultimo  to  this  hoard, 
with  enclosures,  have  been  received,  and  your  letter  of  the  14th  ult. 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  been  referred  to  this  office. 

The  Sand  Key  apparatus  will  probably  he  applied  to  the  Cape  Hat- 
teras  tower  to  save  time,  hut  the  order  for  the  duplicate,  with  a lan- 
tern, can  he  changed,  as  you  suggest,  to  a duplicate  of  the  one  for  the 
Farrallones  and  Cordouan.  The  lantern  should  accompany  it,  hut  it 
is  desired  that  no  unnecessary  expense  .should  be  incurred  in  construct- 
ing the  lanterns,  particularly  now,  that  iron  and  copper  are  both  so 
high.  The  desire  of  the  board  is  utility,  with  as  little  ornament,  not 
necessary  to  the  efficiency  of  the  objects,  as  possible.  The  best  lights, 
at  the  smallest  expense  consistent  with  utility  and  economy. 

Messrs.  Lepaute  and  Sautter  & Co.  may  he  informed  that,  in  a short 
time,  additional  orders  will  he  sent  for  the  lights  authorized  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  if  there  is  any  prospect  of  those  now  ordered 
being  finished  soon. 

The  price  of  copper  to  which  you  refer  is,  of  course,  to  he  considered 
in  the  work,  hut  as  it  v/ill  no  doubt  very  soon  go  down  again,  the 
proper  deduction  will  he  expected. 

Mr.  Lepaute  and  Messrs.  Sautter  & Co.  must  he  made  to  under- 
stand the  difficulty  of  making  advances  on  account  of  apparatus. 

The  government,  it  is  not  to  be  expected,  will  keep  a special  agent 
in  Paris  for  the  purpose,  as  we  are  now  just  commencing  an  extensive 
system,  and  no  disbursing  officer  would  he  willing  to  make  advances 
without  authority,  which  would  be  attended  in  every  case  with  diffi- 
culty. 

I think,  if  these  gentlemen  understand  their  own  interests,  and  are 
disposed  to  take  a proper  view  of  the  matter,  they  will  he  content  to 
receive  their  money  immediately  on  the  delivery  of  every  article,  either 
in  New  Y'ork  or  Paris  ; in  New  York  would  he  better  for  us.  In  that 
way  there  would  he  no  difficulty,  and,  instead  of  a multiplicity  of 
orders,  &c.,  passing  through  the  difterent  offices  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment whenever  a payment  is  to  be  made,  the  funds  would  go  direct 
to  the  agent  in  New  York,  or,  if  preferred,  to  Paris. 

You  can  readily  see  that  disbursing  officers  would  not  advance  funds 
for  so  distant  a place,  and  it  would  he  necessary  to  have  written  con- 
tracts sent  over  and  approved,  with  security  to  each,  for  the  fiiithful 
performance  of  the  duty,  &c.,  which  would  consume  an  immense 
amount  of  time.  The  loss  of  interest  must  he  a small  matter  to  the 
manufacturer,  and  as  the  embarrassments  would  be  very  great,  the 
hoard  trusts  that  these  gentlemen  will  see  the  propriety  of  receiving 
orders  from  the  hoard  in  good  faith,  and  receiving  the  payments, 
which  shall  he  made  promptly,  either  through  the  American  minister 
in  Paris,  when  there  is  no  special  agent,  or  to  an  agent  legally  autho- 
rized to  receive  it,  in  this  country. 
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If,  however,  they  insist  upon  having  advances  of  one  third,  then 
we  must  adopt  a different  course,  which  would  he  attended  with  much 
inconvenience,  of  making  up  a list  and  going  through  a multiplicity 
of  forms,  before  the  order  could  he  transmitted.  Messrs.  Sautter  & Co. 
have  been  informed  already  on  this  subject,  and  the  hoard  trusts  you 
will  explain  the  difficulties  to  Mr.  Lepaute. 

There  would  he  no  objection  to  making  advances  if  any  disbursing 
officer  could  be  authorized  to  do  so,  which  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  in  the  ordinary  operations  of  the  government. 

It  is  very  desirable  that  the  board  should  he  informed  as  soon  as 
possible  when  the  apparatus  is  about  to  be  shipped,  so  as  to  be  ready 
to  receive  and  make  the  payments  without  delay. 


It  is  very  desirable  that  the  California  apparatus  should,  if  possible, 
be  shipped  direct  from  France  to  San  Francisco,  to  the  light-house 
inspector,  care  of  the  collector  of  customs,  so  marked  as  to  prevent 
any  difficulties  about  duties. 

Illuminating  apparatus,  &c.,  ordered  by  the  board  for  the  Atlantic 
coast,  e;ccept  in  special  cases,  should  be  sent  to  the  collector  at  New 
York  direct,  with  a letter  and  bill  of  lading  to  him,  and  one  to  this 
office. 


The  prices  charged  by  the  express  are  too  high  ; and,  except  in  the 
winter  months,  it  will  be  better  to  ship  by  the  packets  than  by  the 
steamers. 

It  is  desired  that  the  Messrs.  Sautter  & Co.  should  add  to  the  list 
of  articles,  ordered  some  time  since,  a few  dozen  of  the  red  glass 
chimneys  used  in  the  French  lights  as  specimens.  They  should  be  a 
pale  pink  color,  and  of  the  best  quality.  If  it  be  necessary  to  do  so, 
the  box  may  be  packed  with  linen  towels  for  cleaning  lights.  We 
want  to  get  some  of  all  these  things. 

The  lucernes,  &c.,  I presume  will  he  sent  very  soon.  We  find 
difficulty  in  getting  the  various  necessary  articles  for  our  lights,  and 
shall,  hereafter,  take  time  to  get  such  from  abroad  as  are  necessary. 

These  orders  Lepaute,  and  Sautter  & Co.,  will,  of  course,  have 
equally,  so  long  as  they  are  disposed  to  act  justly  and  promptly.  We 
want  to  improve  our  lights  ; and  they,  no  doubt,  wish  to  furnish  the 
supplies. 

We  may  want  several  first  and  second  order  lenses  this  summer, 
and  it  may  not  be  amiss  for  these  gentlemen  to  say  when  we  could 
get  them,  if  ordered. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

THOENTON  A.  JENKINS, 
Secretary. 

laeutenant  W.  A.  Bartlett,  U.  S.  N., 

Special  Agent  Treasury  Department , Paris. 
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My  Dear  Sir  ; 


(XIII.) 

Washington,  Decen\ber  5,  1853. 


I have  not  seen  Lieutenant  Jenkins  or  the  Light-house  Board  since 
my  return  to  Washington,  hut  expect  to  do  so  soon.  When  last  here 
your  doings  had  given  great  satisfaction.  For  myself,  I do  not 
believe  we  could  have  succeeded  in  any  other  way  so  well  in  setting 
our  machine  in  motion,  as  in  the  way  we  took  by  suggesting  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  send  you  abroad. 

• Yours,  truly, 

A.  D.  BACHE. 

Lieutenant  W.  A.  Bartlett,  U.  S.  Navy,  Paris. 


(XIY.) 

Treasury  Department,  Office  of  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
January  12,  1854. 

Sir  : Your  account  for  fitting  Cape  Hatteras  light  with  first  order 
of  illuminating  apparatus  has  been  adjusted  and  closed  on  the  books 
of  the  Treasury. 

Kespectfully  yours, 

H.  J.  ANDERSON, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Lieutenant  W.  A.  Bartlett, 

Agent  for  fitting  Cape  Hatteras  light,  d'c. 


(XV.) 

Testimonial  of  all  the  commissioned  officers  of  the  United  States  flag-ship 
Jamestoion. 

Porto  Orande,  St.  Vincent, 

October  24,  1855. 

Dear  Sir  : We  entertain  too  high  an  appreciation  of  your  character 
as  a gentleman  and  an  officer,  and  too  warm  a regard  for  }'ou  as  a 
messmate  and  friend,  to  allow  you  to  leave  us  without  saying  to  you, 
in  the  sincerity  of  our  hearts,  that  Ave  deeply  regret  that  you  are 
about  to  part  from  us,  and,  above  all,  the  cause  that  takes  you  away. 
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In  the  difficult  and  responsible  relation  that  you  have  sustained  to 
us,  as  executive  officer  of  the  ship,  you  have  ever,  whilst  discharging 
your  duties  with  fidelity,  borne  yourself  towards  us  with  the  utmost 
frankness,  conciliation,  and  courtesy.  And,  in  the  more  intimate  and 
kindly  relation,  as  a member  of  the  little  society  that  we  form  amongst 
ourselves,  and  which  can  subsist  in  harmony  only  by  mutual  cultiva- 
tion of  friendly  feelings  and  the  practice  of  friendly  offices,  you  have 
endeared  yourself  to  us  by  your  uniform  amiability  of  disposition,  and 
by  the  desire  that  you  have  ever  evinced  to  cherish  the  most  cordial 
intercourse  with  us  all. 

We  therefore  beg  to  assure  you,  that  in  parting  from  us  you  are 
taking  leave  of  those  who  will  ever  remember  you  with  pleasure,  and 
who,  whatever  fortunes  may  betide  you,  will  always  continue  your 
well-wishers  and  friends. 

Ever,  very  truly,  yours, 

GEO.  CLYMER, 

Fleet  Surgeon,  ranking  loitli  Commander. 

T.  H.  PATTERSON,  Lieutenant. 

EDWARD  BARNETT,  Lieutenant. 

T.  M.  TAYLOR,  Purser,  ig-ank  of  Commander.) 

JULIEN  MYERS,  Lieutenant. 

SAM’L  RICH’D  SWANN,  Assistant  Surgeon. 

JOHN  L.  HEYLEN,  Commodore’s  Secretary. 

JNO.  E.  HART,  Acting  Master  and  Lieutenant. 

JAS.  M.  BRADFORD,  Acting  Lieutenant. 

CHAS.  W.  THOMAS,  Chaplain. 

Lieutenant  Washington  A.  Bartlett. 


Letter  from  the  Junior  Officers  of  the  Jamestoivn. 

United  States  Ship  Jamestown, 

Porto  Grande,  Saint  Vincent,  October  24,  1855. 

Sir:  You  are  about  to  return  to  your  home;  in  so  doing  the  mem- 
bers of  the  steerage  feel  it  their  duty  to  express  to  you  their  deep 
regret,  and  their  sincere  gratitude  for  the  extreme  kindness  with 
which  you  have  universally  treated  them,  during  the  time  they  have 
had  the  pleasure  of  being  under  your  command.  You  may  be  assured 
that,  after  you  leaving  us,  you  will  ever  be  cherished  in  our  memory 
with  feelings  of  the  highest  regard  and  esteem,  in  your  character  as 
an  officer  and  gentleman. 

Sir,  we  bid  you,  with  sorrow,  a hearty  farewell. 

With  many  wishes  for  your  future  welfare  and  happiness,  believe 
us,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

N.  B.  CONCKLIN,  Master’s  Mate. 

C.  W.  LAWRENCE,  Master’s  Mate. 

VAL.  HALL  YOORHEES,  Master's  Mate. 

O.  N.  HENCKEL,  Masters  Mate. 

H.  B.  JOHNSON,  Captain’s  Clerk. 

Lieutenant  W.  A.  Bartlett,  United  States  navy. 
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Letter  from  the  Warrant  Officers  of  the  United  States  Ship  Jamestown. 

Porto  Grande,  Saint  Vincent, 

October  26,  1855. 

Sir  : It  is  with  feelings  of  the  most  heartfelt  sorrow  that  we  address 
these  few  lines  to  you. 

You  are  about  to  return  to  your  home,  and  we,  as  officers  who  have 
taken  pleasure  in  being  under  your  command,  cannot  think  of  your 
leaving  us  without  expressing  our  thanks  for  the  gentlemanly  manner 
in  which  we  have  been  treated  by  you. 

Your  name  will  ever  live  fresh  in  our  memories. 

Hoping  that  you  may  succeed  in  all  your  undertakings,  we  remain, 
yours  truly, 

WILLIAM  COPE,  Gunner. 

JOHN  ^IcKINLEY,  Boatswain. 
JOSEPH  R.  SMITH,  Carpenter. 

Lieutenant  W.  A.  Bartlett,  United  States  navy. 


Testimonial  from  the  Petty  Officers  and  Crew  of  the  Jamestown. 

United  States  Ship  Jamestown, 

Off  Porto  Grande,  October  29,  1855. 

Sir  : In  the  discharge  of  my  duties  as  sailmaker  of  this  ship,  I 
have  learned  much  of  the  disposition  of  the  crew,  and  the  feeling 
they  have  toward  you,  particularly  during  the  time  you  have  served 
as  executive  officer,  and  beg  leave  to  state  that  they,  being  aware  of 
your  intended  departure  for  the  States,  have  expressed  a wish  to  me, 
and  through  me,  to  testify  their  regret  that  you  have  occasion  to  leave 
them  prior  to  the  end  of  the  cruise. 

Since  I have  been  attached  to  the  navy  I have  seen  other  officers 
who  have  gained  the  esteem  of  their  ship’s  company,  but  never  to 
such  a degree  as  you  have  from  the  hardy  sons  of  Neptune  comprising 
this  ship’s  crew.  Your  capabilities  as  a lieutenant,  and  your  bearing 
as  an  officer  and  gentleman,  have  won  their  admiration,  and  they 
say  they  cannot  let  you  depart  without  this  token  of  their  gratitude 
and  their  esteem.  Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c., 

WM.  N.  MAUL,  Sailmaker. 

Approved:  WM.  PLUMMER,  Captain  Forecastle. 

JAMES  YOUNG,  Captain  Fore-top. 

HENRY  P.  GRACE,  Captain  Main-top. 

CHARLES  STEWART,  Captain  Mizen-top. 

THOMAS  W.  McCREADY,  Captain  After-guard. 

THOMAS  KITCHEN,  Captain  hold. 

DAVID  ESBECK,  Signal  Quartermaster. 

GEORGE  POTTER,  Boatsivain’s  Mate. 

WILLIAM  THOMAS,  Sailmaker’s  Mate. 

JOHN  H.  LOVELESS,  Carpenter's  Mate. 

DANIEL  HUSSEY,  Gunner’s  Mate. 

JOHN  D.  GORMAN,  Master-at-Arms. 

CHARLES  SWANSON,  Yeoman. 

JAMES  McFarland,  Cooper. 
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P.  S.  They  all  wish  to  sign  and  approve,  hut  as  it  would  occupy 
too  much  time,  and  too  large  a space^  I could  only  permit  one  from 
each  part  of  the  ship,  who  hears  testimony  as  to  the  sentiments  of  the 
gangs  to  which  they  are  attached. 

W.  N.  MAUL. 


(XVI.) 

I also  append  the  following  letter  from  Hon.  John  Y.  Mason,  min- 
ister to  France,  in  reference  to  the  manner  in  which  my  duties,  as 
special  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department,  were  discharged,  and  the 
result  of  my  services  : 

Letter  from  the  Hon.  Y.  Mason,  ex-Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  Hon. 

James  Guthrie,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Paris,  September  2,  1854. 

Dear  Sir  : Lieutenant  Bartlett,  of  the  United  States  navy,  is  about 
leaving  Paris,  on  his  return  to  the  United  States.  It  gives  me  great 
pleasure  to  bear  my  testimony  to  the  care  and  vigilance  with  which 
this  gentleman  has  performed  his  responsible  duties  since  I have  been 
here,  and  to  express  my  admiration  of  the  splendid  lights  which  have 
been  manufactured  under  his  supervision  for  the  coasts  of  the  United 
States. 

I do  not  believe  that  there  are  in  the  world  superior  mechanical 
structures  for  the  safety  of  commerce  than  those  which  have  been  pre- 
pared here  under  the  superintendence  of  Mr.  Bartlett.  The  chief 
credit  is  unquestionably  due  to  the  faithful  and  skilful  manufacturers, 
but  no  small  share  is,  in  my  judgment,  due  to  Mr.  Bartlett,  who  has 
displayed  zeal,  industry,  and  intelligence  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties.  I hope  that  you  will  not  consider  me  obtrusive  in  thus  ex- 
pressing my  admiration  of  the  lens  lights  prepared  here  for  the  ex- 
posed and  dangerous  coasts  of  my  country. 

I have  the  honor  to  be,  most  respectfully, 

J.  Y.  MASON. 

Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Washington . 


